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vide for the erection of a public building at Charlotte, N. C.; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OWENSBURG, KY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1536) for the 
purchase of suitable grounds in the city of Owensburg, in the State of 
Kentucky, and the erection thereon ofa public building for the post-oflice, 
United States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and 
for the use of other United States officers in said city, and appropriat- 
ing money for said purpose; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. LAFFOON. Iask unanimous consent that this bill be taken 
up now and put on its passage. The Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds of this House has unanimously reported a similar bill. 

The bill was read. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 
Mr. BYNUM. I object. 


The bill was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAVERHILL, MASS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2194) for the 
erection of a public building at Haverhill, Mass.; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2242) to change 
the limit of appropriation for the public building at La Crosse, Wis. ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be considered at the present time. It merely extends the limit of ap- 
propriation. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the consideration of this bill 
at the present timé? 

Mr. STORM. I object. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

MILITARY POST NEAR DENVER, COLO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2477) making 
appropriations for the erection of a military post near the city of Den- 
ver, in the State of Colorado; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2643) supple- 
mental to an act approved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to attord 
assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the 
investigation of claims and demands against the Government;’’ which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Iaskunanimousconsent that this bill be considered 
at the — time, my object being to propose an amendment to the 
bill and have the matter sent toa conference committee with the under- 
standing that the committee shall not report until the next session. 
This measure embraces the subject of the consideration of private claims, 
and itis desirable that there be reported by a committee of conference 
to the two Houses at the next session a measure which will cover the 
whole subject of adjudication of private claims and the ascertainment 
of facts in such cases. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill for the purpose I have stated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill for the pur- 


pose of having an amendment adopted and the bill sent to a committee 
of conference. 


Mr. RANDALL. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill had better be read. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 





A 


I shall have to object. This is too impor- 
tant a matter to be upon without a word of explanation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make an explanation. The amend- 
ment a to offer embraces three sections——_ [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is it the gentleman desires? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Maine will permit, I will 


ex: 
Fae SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Maine has not control of 


the matter, Three or four other gentlemen have demanded the regu- 
lar order. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
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Mr. RANDALL. I object. These explanations of measures which 
are not under consideration take up time to no profit. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


LAND OFFICE AT LAMAR, COLO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2796) to estab- 
lish a land office at Lamar, Colo.; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask unanimous consent for the.consideration of 
this bill at the present time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That all that portion of the State of Colorado bounded and 
described as follows: Commencing at a point on the eastern boundary line of 
said State where the second correction line south intersects said boundary line, 
and running thence on said second correction line south to the line dividing 
ranges numbered 52 and 53; thence south on said range line to the southern 
boundary line of said State; thence east on the southern boundary line of said 
State to the eastern boundary line of said State; thence norih on the eastern 
boundary line of said State to the place of beginning, be,and is hereby, consti- 
tuted a new and separate land district,to be called the ent land district, the 


land office for which #all be located in the town of Lamar, county of Bent,in 
the said State of Colorado. 


Sec. 2. That the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint a register and a receiver of public moneys for said district; and 
said officers shall reside in the place where said land office is located, and shall 
have the same powers-and shall discharge similar duties and receive the same 
fees and emoluments as other officers discharging like duties in the other land 
offices of the State of Colorado. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. SYMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following Senate joint resolution and bills were respectively 
read a first and second time, and referred as indicated: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 73) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant 
a permit to John F. Chamberlin to erect a hotel upon the lands of the 
United States at Fortress Monroe, Va.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The bill (S. 368) for the relief of Susan E. Alger—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2587) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ward—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Thomas W. Egan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2686) granting a pension to Maurice T. Mantor—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2790) granting a pension to Catharine M. Lee—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2730) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth S. De 
Krafft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2797) granting a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2868) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


DEATH OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the pro- 
ceedings of the Supreme Court, as they appear on page 707 of volume 117 of the 
Supreme Court Reports, on the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-Presi- 


dent of the United States, be printed with the memorial addresses already au- 
thorized by Congress. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Thatseems to be a very proper resolution, and I ask 
that it be disposed of now. 


Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to that. 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the concurrent 


resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

LOANS AND CURRENCY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution of 
the Senate providing for printing a compilation of the laws of the 
United States relating to loans and currency, &c.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OWENSBOROUGH. 

Mr. LAFFOON. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago I asked unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill (S. 1536) providing for the purchase 
of suitable grounds in the city of Owensborough, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, for the erection of a public building, which request was objected 


to by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNumM]. I understand he now 
desires to withdraw his objection. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in his seat. 
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Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. STORM. Let this bill be read again. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Before this matter gets beyond the point of 
objection, I would like to ask the Chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds how many unanimous consents have been 
granted on the other side? It looks to meas if this were all one way? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will understand that the Chair is 
simply laying these bills before the House as they come from the Sen- 
ate; and any gentleman upon the floor on either side has the right to 
ask consent for their consideration. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Of course I understand that. 
no reflection whatever upon the Chair. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman from South Carolina the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is not present. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It appears as though the South is to be pretty 
nearly covered with public buildings. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Has that bill been before the House committee? 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. LAFFOON. A similar bill has been before the House commit- 
tee. 

Mr. BURROWS. I gathered from the reading of this bill that there 
is no United States court held there. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky if that is correct, whether there is a court held 
there or not? 

Mr. LAFFOON. No, sir; they have had no building for one. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand then there is ao court. May I ask 
what the population is? 

Mr. LAFFOON. About 15,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not object—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is equiva- 
lent to an objection. 


I am making 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted by unanimous consent as follows : 

To Mr. CuTCHEON, on and after Thursday next, for the remainder of 
the session, on account of an important engagement. 

To Mr. FrsHeEr, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. D1sBLg, for three days, on account of business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. GROSVENOR to with- 
draw the petition of Isaac Carleton from the files of the House without 
leaving certified copies of the same. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent leave was granted 
to print the following communication: 


(The Mississippi River Commission; president's office, Army building, 33 West 
Houston street. } 
New Yor«, June 11, 1886. 

My Dear Sie: In answer to your letter of the 27th of May, and in response 

© the suggestions and questions contained therein, [ have the honor to submit 
he following: 

First. If I understand the river and harbor bill, as it the House on the 6th 
ultimo, those portions of it appropriating $2,250,000 for the improvement of the 
Mississippi below Cairo,and defining the authorities under which it shall be 
expended, are left in a most awkward and impracticable s The money is 
to be expended under direction of the Secretary of War, wi it the interven- 
tion of the Mississippi River Commission, provided that the works on the Lake 
Providence and Plum Point reaches are to be completed, by whom it does not 
say; and provided that the commission may build and repair levees as hereto- 
fore, as part of the system of improvement, 

The commission has also to decide about spending $100,000 for Vicks- 
burg Harbor. It would be entirely feasible toexpend the approp: on in com- 
pleting the works on the two reaches named, ani ie carrying on improvements 
at the several points mentioned below, as exempt from the commission’s super- 
vision, namely, New Orleans, Red, Atchafalaya, and Old Red Rivers, Greenville, 
Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus, and to do all this in such a manner that 
nota dollar would be available for the two items left in charge of the Mississippi 
River Commission. There can, of course, be no want of accord between the 
Secretary of War and the commission, because the latter would most cheerfully 
accede to any decision the former might make. You will doubtless agree with 
me, however, that the duties and responsibilities of the commission should be 
rather sharply defined in the bill, otherwise the friends of the improvement 
who look for certain results may meet with bitter disappointment in the way 
the money is allotted. The useful functions of levees in the scheme of improve- 
ment have been reaffirmed with more or less emphasis in every report of the 
commission where they have been discussed; and al the 
building of levees under proper restrictions are au in the 


and 
bill, it 
is not certain, as stated above, that a dollar will be available for that object 
after the allotments are made for the other works exempted from the 
ion of the commission. 


Second. It is neither desirable nor expedient that the plan of the commission 


should be further “tested,” as the House bill directs, 
work onthe Plum Pointand Lake Providence reaches, 
water-channe] depths now overthe stretches of ri 
the commission originally promised to accom 
sure transportation at the lowest water rates w it shall be extended 
shoals above and below. What is needful there at t is that 
should be repaired and maintained at the stage of most advanced 
reached by them. It is not necessary to deepen the channel to 20 feet 
that a 10-foot channel! is attainable. 

It must be admitted, however, that the through navigation of the stream 
not as yet received any practical benefit, for the simple reason that thei 


the completion of the 
has 
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ment is restricted to localities hemmed in by bad river above and below. Two 
or three additional reaches of shoais and bars should be attacked with the 
money that first becomes available, with a view to ually extending the 
limits of improved navigation. As we already have a fine plant, fully equipped 
for service, nearly all the money allotted for works of improvement would be 
applied directly to them. , 

Third. The provision of the House bill for beginning the rectification of the 
Red and Atchafalaya would doubtless be satisfactory to the commission ifthe 
source of responsibility for expending the $250,000 were definitely fixed. The 
members of the commission are in substantial accord with regard to the initia! 
stages of this work, which provide for preventing the further enlargement of the 
Atchafalaya and restricting its outlet capacity by the construction of six low 
dams in that stream near its head. These dams ought to be begun at the ear|i- 
est possible day. The only suggestion I have to make with respect to the work 
provided for in the House bill at Old Red River, Greenville, Vicksburg, Men- 
phis, Hickman,and Columbus is the same as the one last named, as to the rx 
sponsibility for devising plans and expending the appropriations. This should 
not be left in doubt. . : 

Fourth. In submitting the foregoing suggestions, I have tried to avoid the ex- 
pression or implication of any desire on the part of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission to retain any control or supervision over works of improvement on thie 
Mississippi River. They entertain nosuch wish beyond a laudable desire to see 
the riverimproved, butnothing beyondthis. I greatly fear thatthe outlet fallacy, 
by which it is persistently claimed that destructive floods can be prevented by 
drawing off the flood waters and conveying them by separate routesto the Gulf, 
is destined to have a costly and abortive trial at Government expense. The 
commission has held this great disaster at bay for six years. There never was 
anything to support it that could withstand the logie of facts for one moment. 
Its plausibility, however, commends it strongly to many persons, and especial! y 
to those whose superficial knowledge blinds them to the essential difference be- 
tween a clear stream like the Saint John, the Hudson, and the Penobscot, wit! 
a firm bottom ble of resisting erosion and scour, and asedimentary stream 
flowing through an alluvial bed of its own creation, like the Missouri and Mis- 
sissippi. Inthe cases first named, the opening of an outlet will invariably lower 
the water surface, for the reason that no sedimentary deposit can be made, and 
hence no building up of the bottom and no impaired navigation or lessening of 
channel depths can ensue from the diminished velocity in the main stream. 

It is an undeniable fact that whenever the velocity of the current in a sedi- 
mentary stream is diminished from any cause or at ong siege of the river, a de- 
posit of sediment is made, and shoaling takes place. is law is universal with 
silt-bearing streams flowing through alluvial beds, and its operation has enabled 
us, on the Plumb Point and Lake Providence reaches, to narrow the water way 
and build up new banks and new shorelines by means of permeable dikes, which 
check the current without deflecting or arresting it. It is equally true, and has 
been thoroughly verified by instrumental measurements, that the immediate 
effects of a new outlet are diminution of velocity in the main stream below it, 
and a temporary lowering of the water surface, due to adiminution of volume ; 
but this condition of lowered flood surface is temporary; it will last until the 
sectional area of the bed of the stream is so far reduced by the fill or shoaling re- 
ferred to as to render it incapable of carrying even the diminished volume except 
by filling the bed and banks toa higher level, and producing or threatening de- 
structive overflow. In other words, the stream below the outlet is smaller than 
before the outlet was made by just the amount carried off by the outlet, and beiny 
smaller, all its elements, including its channel depth,are correspondingly smaller. 
If the outlet remains open the fill below goes on until an equilibrium is restored 
with the reduced channel below the outlet and a velocity le of carrying the 
silt over the bar as functions. Before this stage is reached the capacity of the 
stream would be greatly reduced and its navigation also be destroyed, unless 
there was a large excess of depth before the outlet was made. 

The largest recent outlet on the Mississippi is that known as Cubitt’s Gap in 
the left bank, about 4 miles above the head of the passes; it was produced by 
the flood of 1863 from a small canal used by oystermen. 

‘The river and the Gulf at this point were then separated by a narrow mar- 
gin less than 1,000 feet wide. The difference between the surface height of the 
river and the mean level of the Gulf at the time was a little over 3 feet. The 
surface slope or fall through the oe wee. therefore, at first at the rate of about 
15 feet a mile. The rapidity o: a with this enormous fall 
made crevasse over 2,000 feet wide in afew years with depths of 100 feet 
and over in the gap where the river bank had Comet anes. As soon as the 
water passed through the gap its velocity was grad y lost and the immense 
volume of sediment with which it was charged was thrown down within a fan- 
shaped area embracing y 20 or 30 square miles. The earlier mapsof the 
Coast Survey show no outside the gap, but the more recent ones show, 
by the incipient islands and shoals which now surround it, how rapid has been 
itssubdelta formation. These islandsare subdividing the single volume of the 
river water issuing from the gap into innumerable bayous and little channe!s, 
none of them having at the time of sounding a greater depth than 7 feet. Each 
flood serves to build up these islands higher and extend their area farther into 
the Gulf; and as this island-building ess continues gulfward these small 

oe se a Seas ee 
goes on most sluggish water along their shore-lines. 

“ Every o w serves to build up the banks of the channels and to extend 
them out into the Gulf, but in their prolongation is to be found the cause which 
finally cuts off and separates them, forever, from the main river, The 
difference of level between the river and Gulf remains the same that it was 
at the time of the crevasse; but the enormous slope through the gap, at first 
equal to about 15 feet mile,and which must have created an exceeding!y 
rapid current during the first few days after the gap was made, now no longer 
exists. Every addition to the tenet of the separate channels which are now 
forming through the subdelta flattens their slope, and consequently reduces the 
current through them. Ultimately these currents will become too slu hh to 
transport the sediment contained in the water, and it will be drop; at the 
upper or river ends of these channels, and they will finally be shut off entirely 
from all connection with the main river, just as those were which are seen on 
the map on the west side of Southwest and Southeast Passes. Each successive 
overfiow of the river bank will tend to increase the distance between the river 
and these extinct outlets; and the wound made in the side ofthe river by Cubitt s 
crevasse will then have been completely healed by a natural process.”’ (Annual 
Report Chief en 1881.) 

he effect of ’s Gap on the main river below has been damaging in 4 
notable degree. A report of the United States Coast Survey, recently submitted 
to this commission, shows an ro of 3.9 feet below the gap over an area 
of about 2} square miles, and a um fill of 10.8 feet between the years 1565 
and 1877. This does not include the fill which took place during the first three 
years after the gap was opened; the entire fill amounts to a diminution of near! y 
one-seventh of the flood river section over that entire area of 2} square miles, and 
the consequence is that floods ofa certain magnitude, that by harmless! y 
before the was made, now rise much higher on the gauge and threaten «i 5- 
asteous overiiowe, ‘lve evidence of this great amount of shoaling below tlic 
gap rests on careful surveys and can not be questioned. Its effects are also we'!! 

The flood of 1880 exceeded ail previous high-water marks by from 6 
other parts of the river the flood of 1874 was muc!) 

The closing of the outlet by natural was very 

but the formation of the below went on progress 

of magnitude in that interval to cut it out. Whe», 
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therefore, the not extraordinary flood of 1880 came, it encountered a big bar in 
the main stream, and one outlet partially closed, and therefore rose to a higher 
level in effecting a discharge than it otherwise would have done. 

Fifth. The bill before Congress to make the Lake Borgne outlet, in order to 
improve the low-water navigation of the Mississippi River from New Orleans, 
La., to Cairo, LiL, is no novelty. The idea was advanced by Charles Ellet, jr., in 
1852, was afterward tend, by Humph and Abbot, and rejected by them 
as impracticable. It was again Lavestignted by the Levee Commission in 1875, 
and by the Mississippi River Commission in 1880, and rejected by both. Evi- 
dence based on measurements proved that the effects of an outlet are never felt 
more than about 100 miles above. On this head attention is invited to the re- 

of the board of engineers on the low-water navigation of the Mississippi 
ver below Cairo, in which they say of the great Bell crevasse, which occurred 
just above New Orleans, on the right bank, in 1858: 

“Tts maximum occurred August 1-17, and was 80,000 cubic feet per 
second. This lowered the water surface 1.5 feet atits site, and produced no sen- 
sible effect at Baton Rouge, 124 miles above. The Red Riverand Raccourci cut- 
offs, which shortened the Mississippi 39 miles, near the mouth of Red River, 
lowered the high-water mark there 4.6 feet in the flood of 1851. This beneficial 
effect — rapidly at points higher up, and was not felt at all at adistance 
of 100 miles. 

Even theinfiuence of the Gulf tides se the river at high stages is not felt 
above the mouthof Red River, 315 miles distant. Numerous additional instance- 
might be on this point, but are deemed unnecessary. In view of the cares 
ful observations that have been made, very few will question the correctness of 
the statement that “the effect of lowering the river surface at agiven point dies 
out rapidly in ascending.” 

Ascheme which, by means of a simple outlet at Lake Borgne, proposes, as 
this does, to insprove the channel of navigation over the shoals as high up as 
Cairo, 970 miles distant, and protect the valley lands of the Mississippi‘River 
and tributaries from , must be regarded as visionary in the last degree. 
I can not believe that a single hydraulic engineer of respectable standing in his 
profession can be found among its advocates. 

We have seen that Cubitt’s Gap or crevasse occasioned an average fill in the 
main stream below, amounting to nearly one-seventh of the flood river section, 
over an srea of 2} square miles. Evidence of the same character is furnished by 
other outlets and cut-offs. 

The Bell crevasse, 2 miles above New Orleans, and the Lebranche crevasse, 
20 miles higher up, both on theright bank, occurred in 1858. Mr. G. W. R. Bay- 


ley says: 

“Soundings taken A. 8. Phelps, in 1856, across the Mississippi River oppo- 
site the upper line of New Orleans, established the fact that 120 feet was the 
maximum river depth then at that point. Again, in February, 1859, Messrs. 
Phelps and D’ Hernecourt found the maximum depth to be 78 feet.”’ 

Mr. Bayley further says: 

“The mean Cepth in February, 1859, below both of these crevasses, and before 
the river had again risen to its ordinary high-water mark, was ascertained to be 
42 feet less than in 1856, and beyond question the diminution was caused by the 
two great outlets of 1858.” 

The great Bonnet Carré crevasse took oes in 1850, attaining a width of nearly 
7,000 feetand discharging over 100,000 cubic feet persecond. On the 30th of July, 
after the fall of the river,examinations by Professor Forshey and others showed 
that the section of the river below the crevasse had 12 feet less mean depth than 
the section above. As there were no soundings taken here before the crevasse 
occurred, the evidence is not conclusive that shoal was caused by it; but a 
comparison of the surveys of 1882 and 1883, the former of which was made be- 
fore and the latter after the crevasse was closed, shows that a scour below the 
site of the crevasse of ay 12 per cent. of the low-water area promptly 
followed the closing of this outlet,and can not be attributed toany other cause. 

The history and effects of Cubitt’s or crevasse have been described at 
some length, for the reason that the conditions accom ying and surrounding 
it sreessentially the same as those which will be produced by an outletat Lake 
Borgne. Weare not justified in looking for exemption from any of the threat- 
ening and unpromising results developed in the parallel case. There will be 
gradual and prozressive shoaling in the main stream below the outlet, and there 
will be a gradual closing of the outlet itself,from natural bank-building and 
delta-forming processes, carried on after the mischief has been accomplished in 
the main stream. An ordinary flood arriving at that time will find opposed to 
its acres ont only a contracted river, but a contraeted and contracting out- 





let also. two causes, acting in conjunction, as they would in all cases, 
might convert into a damaging overflow a flood which would have passed off 
harmlessly before the outlet was 


formed. 

There is no room for doubt that the first or initial effect of an outlet of suffi- 
cient substantially to carry off the flood-waters of the Mississippi River 
(whieh to be the intention, implied if not expressed, of the Lake Borgne 
outlet is to increase the velocity of the current above the outlet and tem- 
period te ait the surface slope. This is an axiom in hydraulic engineering as 

to silt-bearing streams flowing through allnvial beds. Another effect 
occurring simultaneously with these two is a fill in the main stream below the 
outlet. As this fill progressesthe mischief begins, and it continues until the out- 
let is closed orso far contracted that the fill is scoured away or deep channels cut 
through it by the increased flow abstracted from the outlet. 

The promoters of the Lake Borgne outlet scheme have named as a date for 
er “sixty daysafter the outlet shall have been opened.’’ This date is ju- 

usly selected, because the temporary lowering of the water surface, whether 
little or ie probably be at its maximum about thattime. The bill is 
a 


elasticity in its phraseology. If no 
money became due in 
enlarging 


| 


accommodating 
y days, it might be claimed that the outlet, although 
all the time, was not yet “ opened”’ in the sense contemplated in the 
bill, and more time should be given. If any lowering at all took place at New 
payment would be exacted for it, although followed immediately by a 
permanent and damaging fill, due to continued contraction of the outlet. 

The Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries, in submitting the Lake Borgne outlet bill with their approval on May 26, 
1886. state concerning the bill that— 

“The salient point presented isthe sufficient reduction of the annual overflow 
e the Mississippi River. Its low-water navigation would then be improved,” 


On this it may be remarked that one of the leading points to be settled by the 
outlet experiment is whether or not a Lake Borgne outlet will produce an im- 


provement in low-water navigation for nearly a thousand miles up-stream, and 
the assertion that it will seems to be begging the whole cme ihe quite 
certain that it have no such result, and there are few, if any, hydraulic en- 


standing who will not concur with me in this view. 

neral A. A. Humphreys, Chief of Engineers, United 
that ‘if outlets are to be made, Lake Borgne is the place 
was only Genera! Humphreys’s choice of the least of sev- 


opposed to outlets, and he is on record offi- 


i 
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i 


i 
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state that— 

and abutment systems of the river commission, at an ex- 

$8,000,000, have resulted equally disastrous,” &c. 

tothis I have tostate that the plan of the Mississippi River Commission 
7a been a failure or resulted disastrously. Two of the worst 

of river, where there was only 4} to 5 feet of water over a length 


li 
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of 70 miles before the commission began its work, have been improved so that 
there is a continuous low-river channel 15 feet deep through one reach and 12 
feet through the other. The entire cost of the works below Cairo, including ths 
first cost and maintenance of plaut, less its present value, but not including the 
cost of levees, has been less than $5,000,000. The aggregate loss and damage of 
works amounts to 24 per cent. of their cost, which can not be considered unrea- 
sonable, in view of the novel character of the work. 

The committee further say that— 

** By opening that outlet the water of the river will reach the same ocean level 


in only 10 miles, whereas by the jetties the same river reaches the same ocean 
level by coursing 110 miles. That fact seems the only argument necessary.” 
I concur in this last stated opinion, but the argument proves that the outlet 


should not be made, for the steep slope at high water, between the 

lake, amounting to 2} feet per mile, would be most disastrous 

the outlet would be impracticable as a channel for navigation. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


river and the 
in its effects, and 


Q. A. GILLMORE, 
Col. Engs., But. Maj. Gen. U. 8S. A., Pres. Miss. Rive 
Hon. R. L. Grsson, 


Washington, D. CO. 


* Commitss i. 


FORFEITURE NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANT. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the bill (H. R. 2172) 
forfeiting lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
Mr. Coss, Mr. VAN EATON, and Mr. Payson. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bilis, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension to George W. Culter; 

A bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to William P. Shelton; 

A bill (H. R. 3948) granting a pension to James F. Salyers; 

A bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John McGowan; 

A bill (H. R. 5041) granting a pension to Sallie A. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 5389) granting a pension to Ann Kinney; 

A bill (H. R. 5950) granting a pension to Catharine Reisinger; 

A bill (H. R. 6425) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Lents; 

A bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to Sallie B. Bent; 

A bill (H. R. 6824) granting a pension to James Savercool; 

A bill (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Peter Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 7169) granting a pension to James Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 7234) granting a pension to Susan Hawes; 

A bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 7517) for the relief of Warren L. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Virginia Taylor Randall; 

A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Ellen J. Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 7728) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 7736) to increase the pension of George W. Parks; 

A bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pension to Aretus M. Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 8046) granting a pension to Erastus W. Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 8057) for the relief of Theodore Dunmire; 

A bill (H. R. 8333) granting a pension to Lucinda Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R.-8334) for the relief of Jacob Nix; 

A bill (H. R. 8352) for the relief of Levi A. Cronkhite; 

A bill (H. R. 8374) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Gillham; 

A bill (H. R. 8556) granting a pension to Abraham Points; 

A bill (H. R. 8635) granting a pension to Irene Googins; 

A bill (H. R. 8663) to increase the pension of Jonas Schoonover; 

A bill (H. R. 8963) granting a pension to Michael Fitzpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 8977) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Samuel 
Bulman; 

A bill (H. R. 9050) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John F. 
Morris; and 

A bill (H. R. 9457) granting a pension to Martin V. Curry. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled bilis of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 260) for the relief of Margaret S. Fain; 

A bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Halloway; 

A bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Francis W. Haldeman; 

A bill (H. R. 887) granting a pension to Thomas S. Duvall; 


A bill (H. R. 1249) for the relief of Margaret F. Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Sidney R. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Aurelia C. Richardson; 
A bill (H. R. 1617) for the relief of George H. Laurence; 
A bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief of William Hicks; 

A bill (H. R. 1802) for the relief of Moses B. Walker; 


A bill (H. R. 2027) granting a pension to Joshua Armstrong; 

A bill ¢(H. R. 2475) to amend an actapproved May 25, 1882, entitled 
“An act for the construction of a public building at Galveston, Tex;’’ 

A bill (H. R. 2964) to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel 
Mishler, of Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. R. 3118) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 4503) to authorize the Secretary of War to permit the 
Carrollton and Lock Number One Turnpike Road Company to locate 
and construct its road on land belonging to the United States at lock 
No. 1, on the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 5552) for the relief of James Cain; 

A bill (H. R. 5872) for the relief of R. D. Beckley and Leon Howard; 

A bill (H. RB. 8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh; and 
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A bill (FH. Res. 138) to print 10,000 copies of the Report of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture on the International Sheep and Wool Show 
held in Philadelphia in September, 1880. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that there be considered 
at this time a resolution that on Thursday, July 29, the House take a 
recess at 5 o’clock p. m. until 8 o’clock p. m.; the evening session to 
be devoted to the consideration of Senate billson the Private Calendar 
to which there may be no objection, and the session not to continue be- 
yond 11 o’clock p. m. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object, until the appropriation bills have been 
taken care of. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 

rts 

Mr. RANDALL. 
call of committees. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit as a privileged question the re- 
rt of a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have been unable to agree. 

WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 


GEO, C. CABELL, 

J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
W. B. ALLISON, 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 


The SPEAKER. The rule does not require any statement when 
there is simply a disagreement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report merely presents the same facts which I 
submitted to the House a few days ago. The conferees have found it 
impossible to agree on the first subject of disagreement, the item for 
clerks for Senators who are not chairmen of committees. As has heen 
stated to the House twice already, I think there is no material differ- 
ence between the conferees of the two bodies in regard to the other two 
amendments. The stumbling-block is the Senate provision appro 
priating $23,250 for clerks for Senators. The conferees upon the part 
of the Senate will not consent to yield that point. I believe this is the 
third time that this report has been made to the House that the con- 
ferees are not able to agree. I mentioned also on a former occasion the 
fact that this bill materially reduces the number of employés in the 
Departments, so that there is necessarily a loss of several thousand 
dollars every day this bill fails to go into effect. 

Mr. WILLIS. How many? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not state at this moment, but several thou- 
sand dollars are lost every day by the failure of the two Houses to agree 
upon this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You mean by the failure to put into effect the re- 
duction in the force which the bill would make. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. The bill effects a material reduction in the 
number of employés, and of coursein the amount required for their com- 
pensation; but, necessarily, the basis of expenditure is pre-ent law until 
there is further legislation. I have always heretofore held, as a mem- 
ber of the House, that the Senate provision, which has been now upon 
the appropriation bills for three successive years, once as a part of the 
contingent fund of the Senate and twice as an independent poposition, 
was subject to severe criticism, inasmuch as it is an indirect method of 
increasing the compensation of Senators, and I have thought heretofore 
that the House should not recede from its disagreement. Nevertheless 
the House has uniformly receded, and it would appear that this bill 
can not become a law unless the House recedes in this case, the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate asserting that this is an item affecting 
solely that branch of the public service, and that the views of Senators 
should be regarded in the matter, inasmuch as they do not interfere with 
the action of the House in making provision for its own employés. It 
is further stated, also, that the Senate has been all along a unit on this 
subject and is so still, and that this bill can not pass unless the House 
yields the point. 

bn REED, of Maine. Have the conferees agreed upon everything 
else ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Substantially. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then why not put the disagreement upon 
that point, and let us see if the Senate will make an extra session on 
account of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is exactly where we want to put it, but my 
friend is sufficiently familiar,with the course of transactions between 
the two Houses to know that in a case like this neither body permits 
the question to come directly upon one single point, and as a matter of 
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course we can not agree upon the other two points of difference so as 
to report an agreement to the House and Senate while this provision 
stands undisposed of. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Agree on the others and try that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate declines considering the other two un- 
less this also is considered; but there is no substantial disagreement as 
to the others. 

Mr. PAYSON. What are the other two points? 

Mr. HOLMAN. One is the increaseof the appropriation for gaugers, 
storekeepers, and other employés of the Internal Revenue Bureau, and 
the other is the appropriation of $10,000 to provide for collecting sta- 
tistics of marriage and divorce. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the amount involved in this amend: 
ment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Twenty-three thousand two hundred and fifty dol- 
lars, I think. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And about what is the daily loss which the gen- 
tleman says is sustained by the failure of this bill to go into effect? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not had time to ascertain the exact amount, 
but it is several thousand dollars daily. 

Mr. PAYSON. How is there any loss? 

Mr, HOLMAN. By the fact that this bill materially reduces the 
number of employés in the service of the Government, and that that 
reduction is delayed by our failure to pass the bill. 

Mr. DUNN. Is the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will- 
ing to make the motion that the House recede? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say this—— 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman will supplement his speech with 
a motion to recede. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman sees very clearly that I think that 
is the proper course to pursue. I have no concealment about it. 

Mr. DUNN. I am satisfied that if the gentleman will make the 
motion the House will recede, but I do not think it will until he does 
make the motion. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the committee recommend that the 
House recede and the gentleman makes the motion—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee does not recommend it. On the 
contrary, a portion of the conferees on the part of the House are op- 
posed to the House yielding this point. I have stated why I think it 
should be done, but it has not been the custom for the conferees in 
either House to make such a motion. I voted yesterday in favor of 
the House receding and will so vote again. 

Mr. DUNN. I think the House will sustain the gentleman from 
Indiana if he will make the motion to recede. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman suggests 
that as a matter of form I make the motion to recede, and accordingly 
I make the formal motion for the purpose of testing the sense of the 
House. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, when the last vote was taken on the 
motion to recede from our disagreement on this point I voted in favor 
of receding, although in all previous votes on this subject cast in the 
last Congress and in this I had voted to insist upon the disagreement. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is true of many others also. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand the report made by the chairman of 
the committee of conference to be this: That although the country is 
losing several thousand dollars every day by this protracted disagree- 
ment notice has been practically served upon the House conferees, and 
through them upon the House, that unless the House will recede from 
its disagreement to this small item that great bill for the expenses of 
the legislative, executive, and judicial departments of the Government 
shall by the action of the Senate fail. Now, when that issue is tend- 
ered to the House I for one am in favor of accepting the issue; and I 
rise now to move that the House instruct its conferees to recede from 
the disagreement as to the other two items of difference between the 
two Houses, and thus reduce the matter of disagreement to the single 
one upon which the Senate insists; and then let us understand whether 
the Senate is willing that the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill shall fail at this session if we do not concede this mat- 
ter which Senators ask for their own personal convenience. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House can not properly recede as to the two 
matters which the gentleman fr.m West Virginia [Mr. Wi1Lson] in- 
dicates. The appropriation proposed by the Senate for the Internal 
Revenue Burean is believed to be largely beyond what is required; and 
I feel authorized to say that the Senate would recede to the extent of 
$80,000 upon that item. The increase proposed by the Senate amend- 
ment is $150,000; but I think I can say with entire safety that there 
will be no trouble in coming to an agreement upon the basis of the 
Senate receding to the extent of $80,000 and the House assenting to 
that modification of the Senate amendment. 

I therefore think the proposition that the House shall recede from its 
disagreement as to those two amendments, leaving pending alone the 
amendment in regard to clerks of Senators, is not a practical solution 
of the difficulty. The House, it seems to me, can not properly yield 
the point as to the amount to be appropriated for the Internal Revenue 
Bureau; at least that is the judgment of the majority of the conferees 
on the part of the House. 
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I will yield now for a few moments to the gentleman from Virginia 
Mr. CABELL]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Before the gentleman from Indiana takes his seat, 
allow me to say I think there is some misunderstanding in this part 
of the Hall. Some gentlemen here understand the gentleman from In- 
diana to move that the House recede from its position with regard to 
the clerks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes that motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. The motion is that the House recede from amend- 
ments numbered 2 and 17. 

The SPEAKER. Amendments numbered 2 and 17. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What course does the gentleman from Indiana 
propose shall be taken with regard to the other two amendments? 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to those I hope the House will further insist. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel that I am occupying time which ought to be de- 
voted to other business. I will therefore ask my friend from Virginia 
[Mr. CABELL] how much time he wishes. 

Mr. CABELL. Three minutes will suffice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman for that time. 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that one of these matters of disagreement be- 
tween the Senate and House conferees has been twice voted upon by 
the House. The House, I take it for granted, understands that per- 
fectly. I think there is a likelihood of our agreeing upon that ques- 
tion; and I do not think that my friend from West Virginia [Mr. W1L- 
s0N], a member of the Committee on Appropriations, ought to make 
the motion which he has indicated, that we recede from the amend- 
ment relating to internal-revenue agents, &c. I think the conferees 
can come together. Certainly the House at this stage of proceeding 
ought not to order us to recede from the remaining amendments before 
another attempt has been made to reach an agreement. 

The House knows perfectly well my ideas as one member of the con- 
ference committee upon the amendments with regard to clerks to Sen- 
ators. I do not think we ought to agree to those amendments; and I 
have not yielded on that point, nor do I intend to do so unless in- 
structed by the House. 

Mr. WILSON. - I understood the gentleman from Indiana to say that 
the Senate conferees would not consider the other two matters of dis- 
agreement until that point had been conceded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The other two matters have been substantially 
agreed upon, though not formally. 

Mr. CABELL. After the consultations we have had, the point of dis- 
agreement now is substantially in regard toclerks to Senators; and we 
come to the House now and ask the House to instruct us upon that 
question, because the House conferees do not altogether agree upon it. 
For myself, as I have said, I am against yielding to the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLount]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, it does seem to me we have taken up 
enough time about this matter, and that there are other important meas- 
ures which the country would like to see considered. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has in charge the interstate-commerce bill; 
the Committee on Public ds have important reports ready for con- 
sideration. There are various questions which ought to be considered 
by the House, and which are kept back for no practical purpose, be- 
cause, I take it, every gentleman on this floor who has been here for 
any considerable length of time understands perfectly well that we are 
ae to concede the demand of the Senate in reference to these 


Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not want to answer questions. I rose to state 
briefly the reasons for my course in reference to this question, and I 
trust gentlemen will not interrupt me. 

No gentleman on this floor has been more persistent than the gen- 
tleman from Indiana in attempting to keep out of the appropriation bills 
the addit.on of clerks to Senators. Nobody knows better than that 
gentleman how useless this struggle is. It has been with more reluc- 
tance he has yielded than any other gentleman would have had in this 


The gentleman has already stated, finding himself in this situation, 
that the ent of the enactment of this bill into law was cost- 
ing every day more than the amount contended for on account of the 
delay in the reduction of the number of employés, and the gentleman 
from Indiana has stated to the House that he felt it to be his duty from 
that standpoint, as well as from the other, that there was no hope from 
= ex of the two Houses that anything would come from it 
t failure. He was not willing longer to continue the struggle. And 
for one, sir, I am not willing to continue it. 
Thegentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON ] hasstated he would 
not consent to a motion to recede on the question and wanted to make 
& square issue with the Senate on the question of the Senate employés. 
He asserts his determination is to stand to it if the Senate shall throw 
down the gage. I am not willing to do it even if the Senate are will- 


SE re eon the eres. 
WILSON. I voted to recede. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Yes; I understand. 
Senate shall throw down the gage. I am not willing to take every 
gage which may be thrown down. I want the House to stand by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], so that he may be able to take 
up and have acted upon the interstate-commerce bill, or in order that 
the Public Lands Committee may take up some other measure of im- 
portance. Iam willing to do that, and not trifle away the time of the 
House, for it is neither more nor less than that. 

I care not whether somebody thinks he will be able to find in the 
record somewhere that it will disclose I have voted to allow these sal- 
aries. My position I have taken and acted on as far as I could consist- 
ently. Whatever it has been, I am not now willing to trifle away the 
time of the House. I am not willing to say, as the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] has said, that if the gentleman from Indiana 
will move to recede the House will go with him. Iam not disposed 
to follow any such suggestion, and I do not care from whence it comes 
or by whom the motion may be made. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I am glad to find that gentlemen on the other 
side have grown so harmonious. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, what is the question before the 
House? [Laughter. } 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the House 
recede from the disagreement to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 2 and 17, and agree to the same. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But what does it do with the other? 

TheSPEAKER. The House insists on its disagreement to the other, 
and requests a conference. 

Mr. WILSON. I withdraw the motion which I made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam glad, Mr. Speaker, that the Senate stands 
up to their amendment in regard to the appropriation for the revenue. 

A MEMBER. They do not stand to it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am glad they firmly stand by that amend- 
ment, and I hope they will stand there, for I feel convinced this House 
has not appropriated a sufficient sum for the efficient carrying on of the 
internal-revenue system of the country. In a few days undoubtedly 
the oleomargarine bill will become a law, and there will be thrown upon 
that Internal Revenue Bureau additional duties and additional expense. 
The amount appropriated by the Senate for the internal revenue is not 
more than sufficient to meet the requirements of the service. I rose for 
the purpose, Mr. Speaker, of expressing the hope the House will recede 
from its disagreement to that Senate amendment concerning the In- 
ternal Revenue Bureau. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield now for three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I thinkif the House will consider this 
matter for a few moments we may save, possibly, a good deal of time. 

A MEMBER. And money. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; and money. Itis a great bill, which has to 
pass in some shape or the other before we adjourn. If it is not passed 
we must extend the law until the next session as we have done during 
the present month. 

In view of that necessity I thought it well to take up the time of the 
House for a few moments. Now this matterof clerks for Senators had 
its inception in the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress by the 
payment of those clerks from the contingent fund of the Senate. The 
House, when it came to appropriate for the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate, refused to do it unless the Senate would put in specifically that it 
was fur the payment of clerks for Senators. The Senate did it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not think the gentleman is substantially 
accurate. 

Mr. CANNON. It is substantially correct. From that time to this 
the appropriation has been made specifying in each case the appropri- 
ation was to pay these clerks for Senators, until the present Congress. 
The Senate regarded this matter as one concerning their own business. 
They are willing the House shall have anything it may deem for its 
own interest. The Senate is determined to adhere to its position. If 
it does and the bill fails we will have to pass a resolution continuing 
the appropriation until the next session, and that continuance of the 
appropriation will carry along with it the contingent fund, as it has 
done during the present month, and also provision for the employment 
and payment of these clerks for Senators. Therefore, while we shall 
not accomplish anything in this matter by refusing to recede, we shall 
deprive the country of the benefit of the proposed reduction of employés 
which this bill carries with it. 

Now, I am perfectly willing to admit that I have always felt some- 
what mortified at this distinction between the House and the Senate, 
but I am not altogether prepared to say that it is the fauit of the Sen- 
ate. We have not had the courage to enact proper legislation providing 
necessary clerical assistance for ourselves. I hope tosee the time come 
when the House, looking to the future so that there can be no back- 
pay grab to scare gentlemen, will insist upon proper legislation in this 
regard. But I am satisfied that in some shape or other, either in this 
shape or by continuing the appropriations as now existing until the 
next session of Congress, there must be the adoption of this bill; and 
the House will be called upon to recede, so that we had just as well do 
it now as hereafter. 





Iam not willing todoitif the 
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The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HoLMAN, that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2 and 17, there were on a division—ayes 122, nays 43. 

Mr. PAYSON demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 94, not vot- 
ing 85; as follows: 
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Adama, G. FE. 
Allen, C. HI, 
Atkinson, 
Barnes, 
Bayne, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bianchard, 
Blount, 
Boutelip, 
Boye” 
Brady, 


Breckinridge, C. R. 
Breckinridge, WCP. 


Browne, T. M. 
Brown, C. E. 
Buck 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, Felix 
Cannon, 
Carieton, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Compton, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Crain, 

Crisp, 
Oroxton, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Dougherty, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 


Allen, J. M. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Ballentine, 
Bennett, 
Bland, 

Bound, 
Brown, W. W. 
Buchanan, 
Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 

( Xam pbell, J.M. 
Cobb, 


Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Ely, 
Everhart, 


Adama, J.J. 
Aiken, 


Anderson, C. M, 


Arnot, 

Baker, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barry, 

Beach, 

Bliss, 

Bragg, 
Brumm, 
Burleigh, 
Campbell, J. B. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Candler, 
Caswell, 
Collins, 
Cowles, 
Ourtin, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, A.C. 


YEAS—143. 
Jackson, 
Johnson, F.A. 
Jones, J. T. 
Lawler, 
Libbey, 
Long, 

Lore, 
Lovering, 
Mahoney, 
Markham, 
Martin, 
Maybury, 

Gay, McKinley, 

Gibson, C. H. Millard, 

Gof, Moffatt, 

Grosvenor, Morgan, 

Grout, Morrill, 

Guenther, Morrison, 

Hale, Negley, 

Hall, Nelson, 

Harmer, Norwood, 

Harris, O'Neill, Charles 

Hayden, O'Neill, J.J. 

Heard, Outhwaite, 

Hemphill, Payne, 

Henderson, D. B, 

Henderson, T. J. 

Hepburn, 

Hermann, 

Hewitt, 

Hiestand, 

Hires, 

Holman, 

Holmes, 

Howard, 

Lrion, 


Eden, 
Eldredge, 
Evans, 
Farquhar, 
Felion, 
Findlay, 
Fisher, 
Fleeger, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Frederick, 
Funston, 


Snyder, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
St. Martin, 
Stone, E. F. 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 


Wolford, 
Woodburn, 
Worthington. 


Skinner, 


NAYS—S. 
Fuller, Lehibach, 
Geddes, Little, 
Glass, Lowry, 
Green, R. 8. Lyman, 
Green, W. J. atson, 
Halsell, McComas, 
Hatch, MeKenna, 
Henderson, J. 8. MeMiliin, 
Herbert, McRae, 
Hitt. Miller, 
Hopkins, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
James, 
Johnston, J. T. 
Johnston, T. D, 
Jones, 
Kelley, 
Kleiner, 
Laffoon, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, Reid, ‘J. Ww. 

NOT VOTING—S5. 

Davidson, R.H.M. Lindsley, 
Davis, Louttit 
Dawson, 
Dibble, 
Dowdney, 
Elisberry, 
Ermentrout, 
Ford, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, Eustace 
Gilfillan, 
Glover, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Haynes, 
Henley, 
Hil), 
Hiscock, 
Houk, 


McAdoo, 
McCreary, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 


a r Follette, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent the readingof the 
names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. DAvipson, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. Arnot with Mr. Tromas, of Illinois. 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE wita Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Brace with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. HANBACE. 

Mr. Rocrrs with Mr. E. B. TAY1Lor, of Ohio, 

Mr. Barsour with Mr. Lusspey. 
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Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
. HAMMOND with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 
. Riecs with Mr. Haynes. 
. CANDLER with Mr. Louttir. 
. WELLBORN with Mr. PHELPs. 
. SADLER with Mr. VAN ScHAICK. 
. HILL with Mr. Hovux. 
. DIBBLE with Mr. MILLIKEN, until 3ist July. 
. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. Kercuam, for to-day, 
. Kine with Mr. BAKER, for this day. 
. CAMPBELL. of Ohio, with Mr. Morrow, for this day. 
. MULLER with Mr. RocKWELL, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House further insist upon its dis- 
agreement to the remaining amendments of the Senate, and agree to a 
farther conference on the same; and on that I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask the gentleman to allow me to move 
to concur in the amendment numbered 179 with an amendment strik- 
ing out ‘£10,000’ and i ing ‘‘ 5,000.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it go into conference as it is. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Very well; I will not insist. 

The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. 
CABELL, and Mr. CANNON as managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri to make 
a motion in reference to the deficiency bill. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back the general deficiency bill with the Senate amendments, 
numbering 122. In many of these amendments the committee have 
recommended concurrence. In many others they recommended non- 
concurrence. I ask unanimous consent that this bill may now go at 
once into conference with the amendments specified in the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on A ms, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 9726) 
making appropriation to su deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
your ending June 30, 1836, or prior years,and for other purposes, together 


h the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg 
tonnes to report as ewe: 


recommend concurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2, 6, 8, 9,19, 29, 
97,38 40, 41,42, 45,47, 48, 68, 72,73, 74,75, 76,77, 78, 79, 80,81, 82, 83, 84, BG, 87, 88, 89, 
91, 94, 95, 96, 97, 101, 108, and 

They recommend alcnenteminet m the amendments numbered 3, 4,5,7, 10, 
ll, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, Mi 0 2, 22, 28, 4,25, 26,27, 28, 30, 81, 32,53, 34,35, 36, 43, 44, 46, 49, 
50,! ae 57,58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67,69, 70,71, 85, 92, 93, 98, 99, 100, 
102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 109, 170, 111,'113, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, and 122. 

Mr. BURNES. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment to 
make a request. 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to print some 
remarks in reference to the postal administration. 

TheSPEAKER. On this bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] moves 
that the House agree to the report of the committee. That motion is 
a proper one unless some gentleman desires separate votes on some of 
the amendments. 

Mr. BURROWS. I notice from the reading of the report of the com- 
mittee that there are over one hundred amendments. Ina 
portion of these the committee recommend concurrence; to a portion of 
them they recommend t. I have sent for the bill contain- 
ing the Senate amendments, and learn that it has not yet been printed. 
The House has not the slightest knowledge of what these amendments 
are; and I must make the poir.t of order that they must have their first 
consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. Let the amendments meanwhile be printed and numbered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan makes the point of 
order that the Senate amendments must have their first consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The 
Chair thinks an order was made to print the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BURNES. . An order was made to print them, and the amend- 
ments have been printed and are before the House now, printed and 
numbered as ly as they can be. 

The SP. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
makes the point of order, and the Chair sustains it. 


EVIDENCE IN CERTAIN STATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. TUCKER. I the report of a committce of conference. 
The Chest soukon eee 


votes of the two Houses on 
onan Coats iraske California Kansas, ent Nevaaasp ts 

e ifornia, an e 
Territories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory,” having 


The committee of conference on the 
lg nee ny tng ee yg 71)“ 
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met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 
land 3 and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendment numbered 2, 
and agree to the same with the following amendment: Strike out all after the 
word “copy,” in line 14,down to and including the word “evidence,” in line 
18, where it occurs a second time, and insert in lieu thereof the words “of such 
paper may be certified by the proper officers of such State or Territory under 
their seals of office, or, if such copy can not be furnished,any other competent 
secondary evidence of the contents of such paper ;"’ And add at the end of the 
section the following words: a provisions of a oo applicable - States 

all ly applicable to the Territories ; " and the House agree to the same. 
ey J. R. TUCKER, 

D. B, CULBERSON, 
L. B, CASWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. N. DOLPH, 
JNO. C, SPOONER, 
GEO. GRAY, 
Managers on the prt of the Senate. 

The statement of the conferces on the part of the House was read, as 
follows: 

Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1886. 

The undersigned, managers on the part of the House, make the following 
statement in respect to the conference report on Senate bill No. 71: 

First. The Senate disagreed to the amendment of the House numbered 2, 
which restricted the latitude in admitting evidence in these cases allowed by 
the Senate bill; and recede from the d ment upon condition that a copy 
of an <a — be admissible when certified under official seals by the 
proper of State or Territory; and if such copy can not be given, then 
that competent secondary evidence of the contents be admitted. With this 
limitation, the undersigned agree with the Senate. 

Second. By verbal omission in the original text of the bill the word “ Terri- 
tories” was omitted after the word “ States,”’ and the benefit of the bill might 
by construction have been denied to Territories. Hence the added words, which 
the Senate propose as a condition of receding from its disagreement. 

The Senate recede from their disagreement to amendments numbered 1 and 
8 of the House and agree thereto. 

And the undersigned recommend to the House the adoption of the conference 
report herewith presented. 

J. R. TUCKER. 


L. B. CASWELL. 
D. B. CULBERSON. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be a word of explanation. I do 
not understand from the reading of the report and the statement the 
force and character of the bill as it stands now. 

Mr. TUCKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] isaware 
that this bill passed the Senate, having reference to the claims of the 
State of Texas and other States and a numberof Territories against the 
United States for expenditures in matters of military operation. The 
bill provides for the settlement of those accounts, and the disagreement 
between the two Houses was upon the question of the evidence that 
might be adduced in reference to the claims. The bill as amended by 
the House provided that certain papers other than original papers might 
be introduced as evidence. The result of the conference is that the 
only thing that is now admissible is the original paper in reference to 
the claim, which shall be certified by the proper officer, and if that can 
not be furnished, then secondary evidence of the contents of the paper 
shall be admitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would ask the gentleman how many States does 
this eo ee oe back does it go? 

Mr. TUCKER. It goes pretty far back. It applies to the States of 
Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and 
the territories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory. 
And it applies to claims arising under acts of Congress approved July 
27, 1861, and June 27, 1882. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These are claims arising out of Indian wars? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. An amendment to this bill was made by the Senate, 

ing $10,000 to aid in the investigation of claims of various 
States for the expenses incurred in the public defense. I understand 
there is a recommendation of non-concurrence. 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh! no. 

Mr. REAGAN. I trust it will be the pleasure of the committee not 
to non-concur. 

Mr. TUCKER. This is aconference report in which we agree. The 
Senate has already adopted it, and it is here for adoption now. 

The report of the conference committee was to. 

Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also ed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 

The latter was agreed to. 

NDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask consent of the House to consider the Senate 
amendments to the sundry civil appropriation bill in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent that the Senate amendments to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there 


ey 
. REED, of Maine. I object, if I understand the request cor- 
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in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
any particular difference; and I do not know why the gentleman from 
Maine objects. 













cussion. 
abridge discussion within strictly reasonable limits. 
this request with any view of cutting off discussion. 


Maine had withdrawn the objection. 


had no opportunity to hear my withdrawal. 
tion, and he did not know that I had withdrawn it. 
tone of voice, not thinking that anybody else was disposed to insist 
upon the objection. 


hundred and forty-three of these amendments. 
to the bill by the Senate amounts to $3,106,850.08. 





Mr. RANDALL. I ask to have the Senate amendments considered | 
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I donot see that it makes 


Mr. REED, of Maine. If the gentleman does not intend to use the 


difference of forms to lessen the amount of discussion, all right. If 
we can have that understanding, I will not object. 


Mr. RANDALL. It is not my intention to restrict reasonable dis- 
gut it is quite evident I am in duty bound to endeavor to 


I do not make 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not make the objection. 

Mr. RANDALL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not understand that the gentleman from 
I renew it. 

I think that comes too late. 


Mr. RANDALL. I had taken the 


floor to speak. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I was under the impression the gentleman from 


Maine had made the objection and insisted on it. 


Mr. RANDALL. There will be no advantage taken of the gentle- 


man, I assure him. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
I had made the objec- 


I spoke in a low 


Mr. RANDALL. I assure the House that there is no purpose on 


my part at least to abridge discussion. 


Mr. REAGAN. I hope there will be no assurance given by the gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania that will enable other gentlemen to waste 
the balance of the time of this session upon this bill to the exclusion 
of other measures. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the objection of the gen- 


tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] upon his statement that he did not 
know that the objection of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rrep] had 
been withdrawn, and that if he had known it he was ready to object 
himself. 


Mr. RANDALL. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 


Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the Senate amendments 
to this bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 


for the purpose of considering the Senate amendments to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say to the committee that there are two 
The net addition made 
The bill as it 
passed the House appropriated $21,311,525.24. The bill as it passed 
the Senate appropriates $24,413,375.32. The first forty-five amend- 
ments relate to public buildings under the Treasury Department, and 
I think that time would be saved if the committee would from time to 
time in the consideration of this bill group the amendments which re- 
late to particular subjects. I now ask that the Clerk be allowed to 
read the first forty-five amendments, all relating, as I have said, to pub- 
lic buildings under the Treasury Department. I shall then have a 
motion to make as to the action of the committee upon those amend- 
ments. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania whether it will be necessary for gentlemen desiring action on 
amendments to call the attention of the committee to each amendment 
as itis read? I desire to occupy two or three minutes in calling atten- 
tion to a particular amendment, and I do not desire to be cut off by a 
technical objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not design to take any advantage or to re- 
strict any member of the House in any particular in discussing this 
bill, but it occurred to me that time would be saved by considering the 
= relating to particular subjects in groups, as I have sug- 
gested. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I do not object to that, and I shall not 
delay the committee more than two or three minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the better 
course to pursue is to follow the usual order prescribed by the rules. 

The Clerk read the first amendment in the paragraph providing for 
repairs to custom-house and post-office at Buffalo, N. Y., as follows: 

Strike out “for approaches complete, exclusive of iron fence, $5,000,” and in- 
sert ‘‘for repairs to building and sidewalk, $16,000.” 

Mr. RANDALL. 
that amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 
Senate. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 2, 3, and 4 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 5 was read, as follows: 


qnant * For custom-house and post-office at Chicago, Ill., for extra repairs, 
$65 ,000."" 


The committee recommend non-concurrence in 


I move concurrence in the amendment of the 
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Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. What is the recommendation of the com- 
mittee as to that amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I want to bring to the attention of the 
committee this particular amendment. I am perhaps to blame for not 
having endeavored to have it incorporated in the bill before it left the 
Honse. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If my colleague will allow a suggestion, I had 
myself intended to meve concurrence in this amendment in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, butit was thought best to letall these amend- 
ments relating to public buildings go into conference. The matter can 
doubtless be arranged there. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I do not wish to detain the committee. 
All I want to say to the gentlemen of the Committee on Appropriations 
is that I have personal knowledge of the necessity of these repairs and 
that they are required not for the convenience of the office-holders 
there, but absolutely for the protection of the Government property. 
I had a misunderstanding about the $200,000 that was in the bill be- 
fore or I should have endeavored to get this provided for while the bill 
was still in the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman had better accept the sug- 
gestion of his colleague [Mr. TOWNSHEND | and let it go to conference. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I will not detain the committee by mak- 
ing any motion. 


Mr. RANDALL. 
there. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 6 and 7 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 8 was read as follows: 


For custom-house, court-house, and post-office at El Paso, Tex.: For procur- 
ing site, commencing the erecticn of building, $50,000. 


Let it go into conference and be fairly considered 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence in | 
Since this bill passed the House there has been a | 


that amendment. 
separate act passed in relation to this building. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has there not been a bill passed providing for a 
public building at El Paso? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, since the passage of this bill by the House a 
separate bill has been passed and has become a law. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 9, 10, and 11 were non-concurred in. 

The twelfth amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

‘For court-house and post-office at Fort Wayne, Ind.: For heating apparatus, 
elevator, and approaches complete, $20,000.” 


Mr.RANDALL. Thecommittee recommend non-concurrence in this 
amendment. 

Mr. LOWRY. The facts in this case warrant concurrence in the 
amendment. I understand, however, that it is the arrangement that 
all these matters shall go into conference—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We propose that they all go to the conference 
committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is best to let them all take that course. They 
will have the fullest consideration at the hands of the conference com- 
mittee; and we shall be enabled to ascertain the exact grounds on which 
the Senate has inserted these various amendments. 

Mr. LOWRY. There was a full statement of the facts before the 
Senate committee at the time of the insertion of the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The conferees will have the benefit of that state- 
ment when the questicn comes before them. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The fourteenth, fifteenth, sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth, nine- 
teenth, twentieth, twenty-first, twenty-second, twenty-third, twenty- 
fourth, and twenty-fifth amendments were read and non-concurred in, 
in accordance with the recommendation of the Committee on A ppropri- 
ations. , 

The twenty-sixth amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the following : 
“For custom-house at Saint Louis: For reconstructing and paving Eighth 
and Ninth streets adjacent to the Saint Louis custom-house, $4,058.26." 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
non-concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. GLOVER. The facts in this case justify concurrence in this 
amendment; but as I understand the order now being pursued by the 
House is to pass these matters without discussion for the present of the 
merits, I will ask permission to print some remarks on this subject. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The twenty-seventh amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 


“For post-office at New Bedford, Mass,: For the purchase of land adjoining 


and additional to that authorized to be purchased by the act of February 
1885, $30,000.”"’ of . ~ 


Mr. RANDALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to move non-concurrence 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, recognizing the propriety of the order of 
procedure which is being pursued here, I desire merely to say that this 
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amendment is recommended by the Supervising Architect upon an in- 
spection made by a special representative from his office. Since the 
original occupation some years ago of the present post-office building 
New Bedford has grown from a town of some seven or eight thousand 
population to a city of thirty-seven or thirty-eight thousand. There 
are some four million pieces of mail matter handled at that office every 
year. The room in which the business of the post-office is transacted is 
only 48 feet by 12, and in it there are engaged more than twenty em- 
ployés. There are ninety-two mails aday at thatoffice. I desire tolay 
the facts before the conferees. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will be kind enough to 
furnis’a to the conferees, whoever they may be, all the information he 
has on the subject. 

Mr. LONG. ‘The information is very clear in favor of the adoption 
of this amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The twenty-eighth amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

“For the post-office, custom-house, internal-revenue office, and court-house 
at New Haven, Conn.: To pay an assessment for the connection with the city 
sewer, $210.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence in 
that amendment. 

Mr. BUCK. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] who has charge of this bill whether the Committee on Ap- 
propriations recommend non-concurrence in all these amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir, for the purpose of getting the information 
on which the Senate acted. 

Mr. BUCK. I do not wish to occupy time; but this amendment in 
relation to New Haven and the next one in reference to Hartford ought 

| to prevail. However, as the Committee on Appropriations recommend 
| that all these propositions be non-concurred in for the purpose of hav- 
ing the questions considered in conference, I will not resist that course. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The twenty-ninth, thirtieth, thirty-first, thirty-second, thirty-third, 
| thirty-fourth, thirty-fifth, thirty-sixth, thirty-seventh, and thirty- 
eighth amendments were read and non-concurred in. 
The thirty-ninth amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert the following: 


“ For court-house and post-office at Savannah, Ga.: For purchase of site and 
commencing the erection of building, $100,000.” 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
Mr. NORWOOD. I trust the gentleman from Pennsylvania will give 
| some explanation for the reasons for that recommendation. 
| Mr. RANDALL. The bill authorizing the construction of this build- 
ing was enacted after this appropriation bill had been passed by the 
| House. Since the Senate inserted this amendment, we have not had 
| opportunity to examine the law. There are at least two cases of this 
kind, with regard to public buildings at El Paso and Savannah; and 
there may be one or two others. We have recommended non-concur- 
rence in regard to El Paso as well as Savannah. That does not imply 
adverse action by the conference committee; but we desire to investi- 
gate the law. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; when a message from theSenate, by 
Mr. JOHNSON, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate further in- 
sisted on its amendments, disagreed to by the House (including the 
clauses referred to in the message of the House), to the bill (H. R. 7480) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 
agreed to the further conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of 
the Senate Mr/McMILLAN, Mr. ConGER, and Mr. Ransom. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

a eae and forty-first amendments were read and non-con- 
cu n. 

The forty-second amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the Oieetins : 

“For the completion of the public building at Montpelier, Vt., in addition to 
the sum the act entitled ‘An act for the erection of a public 
building at tpelier, Vt.,’ approved March 3, 1885, $50,000.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
non-concurrence. 

Mr. GROUT. The provisions of this item are embodied in a bill 
which has already passed the Senate and been favorably reported by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of this House. I hope 
the gentleman in charge of this bill will see the distinguishing grounds 
which omy concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. As the gentleman states, a bill extending the limit 
of the a for this building has passed the Senate; but it is 
nota law. I believe the full limit of appropriation authorized by ex- 
isting law has been given in this case; and of course a further appro- 
priation is in violation of the rule of the House. 


| 
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Mr. GROUT. The Senate bill has been reported favorably by the 
House committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. But itis not alaw. There is no law authorizing 
this increase. 
Mr. GROUT. I do not understand what rule of the House is vio- 


lated. 

Mr. RANDALL. The rule that there shall be no legislation on a 
general appropriation bill. This proposition does legislate by increas- 
ing the limit of appropriation for this public building. ‘The committee 
recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. GROUT. I do not desire to interrupt the progress of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole at this time in reaching a conference, unless—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state that the Senate rules in this particular 
are similar to our own; but for some reason or other the Senate in this 
case has not adhered to its rule. 

Mr. GROUT. This will be fonnd to be an exceptional case as it 
stands; butif the gentleman does not see fit to move concurrence with- 
out further discussion—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam acting under instructions from the Committee 
on Appropriations; that is the reason I move te non-concur. 

Mr. GROUT. Upon the promise of favorable consideration in the 
committee of conference, I will acquiesce—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not make any promise of that kind. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Forty-third amendment of Senate: 

Add the following : 

“To put the Treasury building in a proper sanitary condition by improved 
plumbing, sewe: and drainage, $67,000, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary the Treasury.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations recommends 
non-concurrence. 

Mr. GLOVER. I hope the amendment will be concurred in. It is 
an tease. A ent in the Senate amendment would not only 
tend to the protection of life and health of the employés of the Treas- 
ury Department, but also to a wise economy on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Not wishing to detain the committee, I ask to print some remarks on 
this subject. ' 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I have been 
fully impressed with the necessity of the appropriation being adopted. 
As a member of the Committee on Appropriations, I have been well 
convinced of the propriety of making this provision. I do not wish to 
disturb the order of the committee, but will allow this to go with the 
other amendments to the conference. At the proper time, however, I 
shall urge the appropriation be made. I am convinced the appropria- 
tion should be made and the work done as soon as possible. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the necessity of non-concurrence when 
there seems to be agreement? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand the gentleman from Illinois proposes 
to this amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. I never heard of it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I said so far as I am concerned individually. 

I did not refer to the committee’s action. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Itseems to me matters of this kind should be con- 
sidered in the committee and not remanded to three members as a con- 
from securing things they regard as necessary, 

This bill comes to the House carrying $3,000,000 in addition to the 
propriation carrying $3,000,000, would not the House insist on its proper 
consideration, the consideration of every item in it? Would they con- 
upas pleased in conference committee? It seems to me this is mere 
child _— in this wholesale way to give to the committee the power 
Mr. is in compliance with the rules of the House. I do not 
think it conforms with the dignity of the subject-matter or the char- 

Mr. RANDALL. There has been no effort whatever to restrict de- 
bate. If any gentleman desires it, all he has to do is to rise in his place. 

building has been occupied for many years, and we have not 

heard t its sanitary condition being bad until the advent of the 
a of $67,000, a very large sum for such a purpose. 

. TOWNSHEND. I wish toremind my friend from Pennsylvania 

that he is mistaken when he says this subject has not been heretofore 

Mr. RANDALL. This is the very first time formal application has 

= in this connection, to 
tee on Labor abundant testimony was produced showing the present 
condition of the building has led to serious impairment of 


ference committee to put in what things they want and preclude others 
sum it bore when it left the House. Suppose this was an original ap- 
sent the whole subject should be remanded to three gentlemen to fix it 
in such trades as they may think just. I donot think that, 
acter of the legislation which ought to be indulged in. 
In regard tothis item the committee recommend non-concurrence. This 
present officials. We now find the present officers desire to secure an 
considered. Its sanitary condition has been considered heretofore. 
AN. I desire Sonn Daa this: Before the Commit- 
the health of the oe of employés in that building, especially 
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those engaged in the lower rooms, and in some instances life itself has 
been seriously endangered. 
t 


item. As I understand, under the order under which we are proceed- 
ing non-concurrence will not be taken as‘final, but this amendment will 
go unimpaired to the conference, and I hope the conference on the part 
of the House will carefully consider this amendment, and consent to 
withdraw their non-concurrence and allow it to pass unanimously. 
is in the interest of the life and health of the employés of that Depart- 
ment, and, as remarked by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND], will virtually increase the efficiency of their service. 


No. 66 relate to the same subject, that is, with reference to the light- 
houses and fog-signals. 
the object being to get correct information upon the subject as to what 
were the reasons that induced the Senate to insert these amendments. 
I therefore ask unanimous consent that the amendments I have named 
be considered as read and a vote be taken upon them in gross, so as to 
save time. 


the most of these have been reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
and would have been put into the bill originally if the law had been 
passed in time. 
gether. 


tleman from Pennsylvania, but I ask unanimous consent, so as to avoid 
taking up the time of the committee, to be allowed to print a few re- 
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Unfortunately that testimony was not 
aken down, and so not printed. 
I had hoped the committee would recommend concurrence in this 


This 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 44 and 45 were non-concurred in. 
Mr. RANDALL. The amendments from No. \6 to and including 


The committee recommend non-concurrence, 


Mr. LONG. I haveno objection tothat. Isimply desire to say that 


I have no objection to having them considered to- 


Mr. SKINNER. I do not want to object to the request of the gen- 


marks at the end of the sixty-sixth amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think they had better take the usual course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

Amendments numbered 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, and 51 were non-concurred 
in. 

Amendment numbered 52 was read, as follows: 

Insert as a new paragraph : 

** (52) Castle Hill light-house and fog-signal, Rhode Island: For the establish- 
mentand completion of a light-house and fog-signal on Castle Hill, Rhode Isl- 
and, at the entrance to Newport Harbor, $10,000: Provided, That a suitabie site 
for the same can be obtained without expense to the Government, upon terms 
and conditions to be agreed upon by the Light-House Board with the owner of 
the land at Castle Hill.” 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I would simply say that that bill has 
already passed the House, but if it is thought best to non-concur I 
shall not make objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. We want to have an opportunity of examining all 
of these laws. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 
65, 66, and 67 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 68 and 69 were concurred in. 

The Clerk proceeded to read amendment numbered 70. 

Mr. BLAND. I havean amendment that I desire to offer to amend- 
meni numbered 69. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman that we had better 
allow the whole paragraph as proposed to be amended by the commit- 
tee to be read and get it into proper shape, and then he may offer his 
proposition as a substitute. There will be no advantage taken. 

Mr. BLAND. Very well. 

Amendments numbered 70, 71, 72, and 73 were concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 74 was read, as follows: 


Strike out the words— 

“And shall be redeemable in standard silver dollars on demand, and when paid 
into the Treasury shall be reissued, subject to the provisions herein for the re- 
demption of the same,” 

And insert : 

“Provided, That said denominations of one, two, and five dollars may be 
issued in lieu of silver certificates of larger denominations in the Treasury, and 
to that extent said certificates of larger denominations shall be canceled and 
destroyed.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I have an amendment to this which I will send 


up. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the following: 

“And denominations of one, two, and five dollars may be issued in lieu of sil- 
ver certificates of larger denominations in the Treasury or in exchange there- 
for upon presentation by the holders; and to that extent said certificates of 
larger denominations shall be canceled and destroyed.”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, the committee recommend concur- 
rence in this amendment numbered 74 with an amendment; and in 
order that the House may clearly understand the language which will 
remain in the paragraph in case the recommendation of the Committee 
on Appropriations is concurred in by the House, I will read the para- 
graph in full as it will stand if amended: 


(69) And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to 
issue silver certificates in denominations of one, two, and five dollars,and tie 
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silver certificates herein authorized shall be receivable, redee and payable 
in like manner and for like purposes as is provided for silver certi by the 
act of February 28, 1878, entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard 
silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character.” 

And denominations of one, two, and five dollars may be issued in lieu of silver 
certificates of larger denominations in the Treasury, or in exchange therefor, 
upon presentation by the holders; and to that extent said certificates of larger 
denominations shall be canceled and destroyed. 

It will be observed that the Senate amendment in the first place gives 
to the silver certificates authorized here the exact character and right 
that is given under the act authorizing the original issuance of the cer- 
tificates. In other words, it gave it a legal-tender quality different from 
the coin upon which it is issued, and confined it only to the payment of 
customs, for taxes, and other public dues. The provision of the Senate 
amendment also was in the opinion of the Committee on Appropriations 
somewhat indefinite. The use of the words, ‘provided that said de- 
nominations,’’ would seem to imply some connection with the denom- 
inations authorized in the first part of the paragraph. The Committee 
on Appropriations, it will be observed, by their amendment leave the 
first part of the paragraph as it stands as a substantive proposition, and 
make a further substantive proposition relating to the exchangeof one, 
two, and five dollar certificates in lieu of larger certificates, whether in 
the Treasury or held by the citizen. 

Mr. BLAND. I offer an amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That said certificates shall be issued on all surplus standard 
silver dollars in the Treasury, and paid out on the expenditures and obligations 
of the Government; and when received in the Treasury shall be reissued. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, the provision as it passed the House 
and the object the House had—— 

Mr. HEWITT. I reserve the point of order on that amendment be- 
fore the discussion begins. 

Mr. BLAND. It is not subject to any pointof order. This issimply 
reinserting the matter which was stricken out by the Senate. 

Mr. LONG. It is new legislation. 

Mr. HEWITT. A vote of non-concurrence would meet the case. 

Mr. BLAND. This is matter which has been stricken out by the 
Senate. 

Mr. HEWITT. I submit if it has been stricken out in the Senate 
the motion of non-concurrence is the proper remedy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Youcan concur with an amendment. 

Mr. LONG. This is not a law, and you propose to make it a law; 
therefore it is new legislation. 

Mr. BLAND. The time to make the point that it is new legislation 
was when it was first offered in the House. 

Mr. HEWITT. But it has been stricken out by the Senate and you 
must either concur or non-concur. 

Mr. LONG. I make the point I have indicated as an additional 
point to that made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrrt]. 

Mr. BLAND. The amendment is simply an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairunderstands the gentleman from New 
York to raise the question of order. That must be first disposed of. 

Mr. BLAND. I wag speaking to the point of order, and I say the 
Committee on Appropriations have proposed an amendment that no 
point of order is raised upon, and this is simply an amendment to that 
amendment, and it is germane to the whole paragraph. And further- 
more, Mr. Chairman, I desired to offer that amendment when the mat- 
ter stricken out was being read, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDAL1] asked me as a matter of form and courtesy to wait 
until all of the amendmentson this subject were before the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I take no advantage of that t. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the amendment to the 
committee, believing it is in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I was about to remark one of the main objects the 
House had in authorizing the issue of these certificates was to utilize 
the coin now in the Treasury, the standard silver dollars. ‘Therefore 
the House incorporated this provision that one, two, and five dollar cer- 
tificates should be issued on all the standard silverdollarsin the Treas- 
ury, and that they should be paid out on the appropriations in this bill 
and on other public expenditares and obligations of the Government. 

That is substantially the provision that was stricken out by the Sen- 
ate. Yet without that provision there is nothing in the whole thing. 
The object of this provision was to utilize the coin in the . The 
amendment as it comes from the Senate, and as it is proposed to be 
agreed to by the committee, simply leaves it discretionary with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury—and I do not know he would even have that discre- 
tion—to issue upon coin in the Treasury. Itsimply provides that these 
ones, twos, and fives may be issued in lieu ofcertificates now outstand- 
ing. So that we have accomplished nothing except to convert larger 
denominations into smaller; that is the effect of the Senate amendment 
a8 proposed to be concurred in. 

Now what the House wanted, what the House adopted, and what we 
ought to adhere to is that these certificates shall be issued on the coin 
in the Treasury in order to utilize it; not only that certificates outstand- 
ing and in circulation may be converted into ones, twos, and fives, but 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall utilize this coin in payment of 
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Government expenditures; and shall do so by issuing ones, twos, an( 
fives and paying them on the expenditures of the Government. = [ hope 
the House will adhere to the provision as it passed the House. Thi. 
amendment I have offered simply restores to that provision the efficiency 
it had when it went to the Senate. If the House agrees to the ameni- 
ment as proposed by the committee and by the Senate it simply author- 
izes the Secretary of the Treasury to convert large denominations of cer- 
tificates now outstanding into ones, two, and fives, and that is all there 
is of it. 

I say we desire this money to be paid out on Government expendi- 
tures; that the coin in the Treasury shall be utilized; and that that 
shall be done by issuing one, two, and five dollar certificates on the 
silver dollars now in the Treasury and paying them out on Government 
expenditures. That is the proposition which went to the Senate, ani 
it is the proposition I desire to maintain by that amendment; and | 
hope this House will maintain its position on this matter, and not per- 
mit the whole thing to be nullified and made a farce of in that way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope, Mr. Chairman, the committee will reject 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and con- 
cur in the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations. We 
all that silver certificates of the denominations of one, two, ani 
five dollars shall be issued, but if issued they should be issued in the 
same manner, be receivable for the same purpose, and redeemable in 
the same way as all other certificates. It is objectionable certainly to 
attempt to issue silver certificates of the denominations of one, two, ani 


| five dollars in a manner different from that in which we issue all other 


certificates. A certificate relates to that which has been deposited, and 
very properly the act of 1878 provides that silver certificates shall issue 
on the deposit of silver dollars, which is strictly the use of a silver cer- 
tificate. 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri proposes to issue certificates of 
the denominations of one, two, and five dollars, not on the deposit of 
silver dollars, as all other certificates are issued, but to issue them on 
the silver dollars in the Treasury that have not been deposited. 

It is certainly objectionable in the highest degree to issue these cer- 
tificates, ones, twos, and fives, ina different manner from that in which 
we issue all other certificates. Secondly, the gentleman’s amendment 
is objectionable for the reason that it provides that these silver certiti- 
cates shall be paid out first and before any other money, for expenii- 
tures authorized by this bill and for all other expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment. Certainly an amendment of that kind requiring the pay ment 
of $96,000,000 at once in ones, twos, and fives, withholding higher de- 
nominations, would be objectionable from any point of view. I hope 
this committee will concur in the recommendation of the Committee on 


Appropriations. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] will be voted down. I think the legislation of this 
kind already embraced in the bill is subject to very serious objection. 
It is perfectly manifest upon the face of that legislation that it creates 
a discrimination in favor of silver as against the other money of t!ic 
country. It creates a discrimination in favor of silver as against t)ic 
gold coin in the Treasury, and the result of the amendment propose 
by the gentleman from Missouri, if adopted, would be to compel the 
Government to go on coining silver and hoarding it, issuing silver c«r- 
tificates—ones, twos, and fives—and paying them out broadcast over t!° 
country and reissuing them as they might disappear. In my opinion 
the provision already adopted is fraught with serious consequences to 
the Government and to the people of this country. I believe it to be 
about as certain as anything can be that the silver certificates, whether 
or twos, or fives, will flow to the money centers of the country, 

y to New York. We can not prevent even the subsidiary coin 

ing into that great money center, and since these certificates 

i for the payment of all dues to the Government, wil! 

be receivable for customs duties and all other debts due to the Govern- 

ment, they will be used for that to avery considerable exten, 
and Government will be deprived pro tanto of gold. 

must be—and it will be developed sooner or later jist 

as surely as water runs down hill—that the Government will be tk- 

ing 74-cent or 7. dollars, or whatever they may depreciate to, 

for 100-cent dollars, the kind it ought to have, not only for the pro- 

i industries of the country, but also in the interest 0! : 

having for this country the best moncy 

‘surplus resolution ’’ introduced by te 

on Ways and Means and passed throuz! 

which has gone to the Senate and been amended, wil! pss 

go to the President, because I believe that that resolation, if signcd 

by the President, will bring this silver craze to a culmination at an 

earlier day than it would otherwise be arrived at. But I object to}. - 

on, contemporaneously with that, the creation here of mon:y 

will supplant the good money 

inevitably to the hoarding of gold ani ') 

the peopleof the country. | pro 

of a sound theory of finance, )" 

silver against all the other moncy 

protest against it as leading to the acceptance |) 

dollars that are not worth 100 cents for debts a0! 


from 
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[Mr. DiInGLEY], who have denounced the silver coinage from the very 
beginning because they favor the gold standard, should oppose my amend- 
ment. They have given good reasons from theirstandpoint for the faith 
which isin them. They do not want the silver paid out, because they 
say itisaninferiorcurrency. Their position, if they thus believe, is con- 
sistent and intelligible; but when the gentleman who claims to be in 
favor of silver coinage opposes a provision by which that coin can be 
utilized, I do not understand his position. 

The House adopted the original proposition on this subject almost 
unanimously; but I repeat, unless some such provision as I now offer be 
adopted the provision will be almost worthless so far as regards getting 
the silver out of the Treasury. Wecan to-day obtain silver certificates 
of $10, $20, and upward on deposit of silver. 


ernment must derive from its impost duties, and I hope this amend- 
ment will be voted down. ee ‘ 

For the purpose of showing whither we are drifting on the silver ques- 
tion, I ask leave to add to my remarks the extract from the Lancaster 
(Pa.) New Era, which I hold in my hand. This is the extract: 

One most ificant lessons presented to our Government in along time 
was - tad bn 4 last wok of fift sone hundred and fifty-nine silver trade dollars by 
the lier of the city of Buffalo to the highest bidder. These coins had 
been lying in the city treasury for years,in consequence of the Government's 
failure to redeem them, and, having use for the money, the city determined to sell 

They were sold at 75.4 cents each, resulting in a loss of nearly 25 cents on 
eack coin sold. The “trade” silverdoliar contains 420grains of pure silver; the 
er silver dollar which the Government is now coining contains 412} 
ins ofsilver, and is, therefore, 7} grains lighter than the trade-dollar, and there- — : E ; . : 
ore worth several cents less. If the legal-tender feature was taken away from Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But we do not propose to get the silver— 
the Bland er a gly re ee es: Se ene ae enh ae in | only to get the certificates instead of the coin. 
open market, as trade-dol e ould fetch, r a a wage” . sod aa 
the Tl conta” Yet thisiothe nia which the Government coins by millions Mr. BLAND. It does not matter whether it be the coin or the pa 
monthly, or cents. It a thet ol- 
lar; what is there to prevent it from repudiating the Bland dollar? It would 
result in a direct loss of $50,000,000 to innocent holders. Is it not time to call a 
aa't on this 74-cent coin? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
from Missouri, if I understand him rightly, somewhat misapprehends 
the force of this paragraph or the force it will have when amended as 

by the committee. As explained by the chairman of the 
committee, it will then contain two substantive propositions: First, 
anybody desiring to have one, two, or five dollar certificates can obtain 
them just as he can now obtain ten-dollar certificates or certificates of 
larger denominations. He can deposit silver coin or accept certificates 
in lieu of coin on payments tendered him, as has been the practice of 
the Treasury Department since the passage of the act of 1878—— 

Mr. BLAND. I do not dispute that at all, Mr. Chairman; but my 
point is this, that the only way to get ones and twos out is to require 
them to be issued on the coin in the Treasury. We all understand that 
parties having silver dollars can go and get certificates of $10 or up- 
ward, and under this amendment they can get ones and twos and fives. 

Mr. WARNER. Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but whenever money 
is paid out now the person to whom payment is made has the option 
of taking certificates. He is not required to take the coin first and then 
redeposit itand get certificates. Hecan have the certificates in the first 
instance if he desires them. 

Mr. BLAND. Butthe moneyisnotpaidout. That is the difficulty. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And in reply I remind the gentleman from 
Missouri that his amendment does not get any more money out of the 

than will come out otherwise. Money can come out of the 
Treasury only apon appropriations by Congress, or in payment of the pub- 
lic debt. His amendment will simply require that what does go out 
shall be money of a particular kind; that isall. It does not increase 
by a dollar the amount thatispaideut. It does not change in the least 
the store of money in the Treasury. I think, therefore, the amend- 
ment — one a org aie the amendment of the Senate accom- 

i can i in this direction. 
te in favor and always a com sagem of allowing the one who 
receives money to take it in such denominations as he pleases, reserving 
al to the Treasury the right to determine the kind of money in 

it will pay; that is an option that always rests with the payer. 
Without that there would be no force in the legal-tender laws. But 
as to the denominations, the man who receives payment from the 
Treasury ought to be permitted to say what denominations of money 
he will take. When we authorize the issue of one, two, and five dol- 
lar notes on silver in the Treasury I think we have gone as far as the 
existing condition of things requires. I think therefore the amend- 
ment as reported by the Committee on Appropriations accomplishes all 
that is necessary and should be adopted as reported. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhatastonished at the posi- 
tion of my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. I havealways regarded 
him heretofore as an advocate of the coinage of silver and its circula- 
tion when coined. Isupposed he understood very well that ever since 
we commenced the coinage of silver each successive Secretary of the 
Treasury has done what he could to discriminate against that coinage, 
has refused to pay out silver when it could be avoided, and has de- 
nounced the silver coinage as we hear it denounced here to-day on this 
floor. Hence we may assume that unless the law compels the Treasury 
officials to pay out silver they will not do so. What is the necessity of 
going on and coining silver at the rate of $2,000,000 worth of bullion 
& month and hoarding it in the Treasury? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But the Morrison resolution which we 
have passed carries it out. 

Mr. BLAND. The Morrison resolution has not passed; that is the 


— 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It has passed the House. 
Mr. BLAND. It has not become a law, and there is no knowing 
vietiens I Es at net. 
. WEAVER, of Iowa. There is no probability of it. 
Mr. BLAND. No friend of the silver dollar, it seems to me, can op- 


on principle. Iam not astonished that the gen- 
Sraniiion henmpicnde Dee BAYNE] and the gentleman from Maine 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the people have their own choice. 

Mr. BLAND. Sosay I—let the pcople have their own choice, as they 
have to-day. Let them have their choice in regard to one, two, or five 
dollar bills the same as they have to-day in regard to tens and twenties. 

But this proposition aims at another thing—to condemn the man- 
ner in which the Treasury officials of this Government have up to 
this time treated the coinage of silver. I want to see the man on this 
floor who claims to be a friend of the silver dollar who will vote against 
compelling the Treasury officials to make payments in thiscoin. Why, 
sir, when this question was up a short time ago we had a vote of 2U0 
against 84. Two hundred members of this House voted against sus- 
pending the coinage of silver. Did they mean by so voting that they 
intended to have the money coined and locked up in the Treasury ? 
Certainly not. Then, why should not these two hundred members 
join with me in saying that this silver coinage shall be utilized ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of lowa. One of them at least will do so. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not understand how any gentleman can claim 
that the simple deposit of silver will get the silver out of the Treasury, 
when you can not deposit a dollar of it until it is paid out; and the 
Treasury officials at present refuse to pay it out. The object of my 
proposition is tecompel the payment of this money from the Treasury 
to utilize the silver dollars after they are coined. . That is my object, 
and that was the object of the House when it passed the measure. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, obtained the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have some understanding touch- 
ing the length of debate on this proposition. I am willing to make it 
ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I believe I have been recognized. Ido 
not intend to occupy the floor more than one or two minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not mean to interrupt the gentleman, but 
enly to reach some conclusion as speedily as possible. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this discussion about one 
and two and five dollar notes seems to have drifted—perhaps rather nat- 
urally, in view of the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BAYNE]—into one phase of the silver discussion. But I think there is 
an objection to the provision proposed by the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. BLAND] which would be equally valid if the proposition were to 
issue the same number of one-dollar and two-dollar and five-dollar gold 
certificates, or one-dollar, two-dollar, and five-dollar greenbacks. This 
subject was adverted to, but not at as much length as it onght have been, 
by the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. WARNER]. Hesaid he was in favor 
of allowing the citizens of the country perfect liberty to receive from 
the Treasury such denominations of money as they may choose. Now, 
the fact is there is a general commercial law whicli governs the amount 
of each denomination of currency which can be easily and conveniently 
kept in circulation at a distance from the Treasury; and that law ap- 
plies not only to one-dollar, two-dollar, and five-dollar notes, but also 
to tens and twenties and fifties in almost the same way. 

There is a certain number of small bills which, in a given state of the 
business of the country, can be kept in circulation. When that amount 
isexceeded the small bills become unpopular, and every one who handles 
them gets them into some central depository. This tendency to crowd 
these small bills from distant parts of the country toward the money 
centers would be precisely the same whether the smal! billsrepresented 
silver or represented gold. I believe in the doctrine of the gentleman 
from Ohio, that..there should be the largest possible freedom on the 
part of citizens to determine whether they will take the smal! or the 
large denominations in payments which they receive from the Treas- 
ury, because the result of this will be after a while that precisely the 
amount of ones, twos, fives, tens, and twenties which the business in- 
terests of the country require in circulation will settle generally over 
the country away from the great business centers. 

As the law is now the silver dollar in the Treasury sustains the one- 
dollar certificate and also the twenty-dollar certificate. And when the 
gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. BLAND] claims that no friend of the 
silver dollar could vote for this resolution it seems to me that he is 
wrong. The silver dollar might far better be allowed to represent ina 
natural way small denominations as well as large than for an inordi- 
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nate amount of small denominations to be issued perforce and thereby 
lead to a tendency all over the country to make them drift back to the 
money centers of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope by unanimous consent some arrangement 
will be come to for closing debate on the pending Senate amendment. 
I suggest the debate be closed at half past 2 o’clock. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the provision the Senate struck out, 
as I understand it, provides that for a certain amount of money now 
in the Treasury which does not form apart of our circulating medium 
it shall be lawful to issue ones, twos, and fives. The great objection 
to paying out these silver dollars in the Treasury is based on the score 
of inconvenience in handling them, in carrying them, and in trans- 
porting them. That is the objection made to issuing this money as a 
circulating medium. The objectof the proviso inserted in the House 
bill was to supply evidence of that circulating medium which would 
not be liable to that objection, namely: Silver certificates in ones, twos, 
and fives, which would be as convenient to carry and to use in the 
ordinary transactions of business as one, two, or five dollar greenbacks 
or five-dollar national-bank notes. 

The objection made to this provision, emasculated as I think it is by 
the Senate amendment, the real objection, is they do not want this cir- 
culating medium added to the circulating medium of the country 
proper. I desire the silver dollar in the Treasury shall be in fact a 
part of the circulating medium of the country. If we can secure that 
object by issuing one, two, and five dollar silver certificates, then I am 
in favor of it, and consequently would be opposed to anything that 
would tend to destroy the effect sought to be accomplished by this 
original provision. 

My friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] says this is the creation of a 
new money. No; that isnotthe case. The silverdollars in the Treas- 
ury are money, and the creation of these silver certificates does not 
create any new money, but simply creates a convenient representative 
of the silver dollars in the Treasury. No man would object to taking 
a five-dollar silver certificate any more than he would object to taking 
@ five-dollar greenback or a five-dollar national-bank note. One is as 
convenient as the other. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, the truth is that the silver in the 
Treasury should be added to the ordinary body of the circulating me- 
dium of the country. Our business is rapidly increasing, our country 
is enlarging, our population is every day growing larger, every interest 
is being developed, and we need every dollar of circulating medium 
provided by law. Therefore I think the proposition which the gentle- 
man makes to non-concur in the amendments of the Senate should be 
adopted. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the objection of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYN=] is to the silver dollar. This 
silver certificate will be of equal value to the dollaritrepresents. Hencg 
his position in this: He is opposed to paying out the silver dollar for 
the current expenses of the Government. I am glad to have him take 
that position here to-day. 

The amendment offered to this bill by the gentleman from Missouri 
is designed to compel the Treasury officials to pay out the silver dollar 
now discriminated against. It is true it can only be paid out on appro- 
priation. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is correct, it will 
not put any more money in circulation. Thatis true; but it does make 
an issue strong and sharp between the law-making power and the Treas- 
ury officials. It gives a construction on the part of Congress to the 
Treasury officials. ‘They must obey the law and issueany form of money 
declared to be so by the law-making power. And for one I shall sup- 
port the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri, being unwilling 
to consent, now that it is in the bill, that it shall ever be taken out of 
the bill, but on the contrary that it shall be obeyed and become the law 
of the country. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND]—I do not see him now in his seat, but he is in the 
Hall—very energetically calls on the advocates of silver to support his 
amendment and reads out of the party gentlemen who do not support 
his particular views of the question, or who propose to vote against his 
cmendment. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope I can advocate the cause of 
silver without becoming crazy on that subject. [Laughter and ap- 

lause.] For one, I do not believe the proposition of the gentleman 

m Missouri would prove any advantage to silver. You will get no 
more money out of the Treasury by that proposition than by the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. As I said before, the money will 
come out of the Treasury on appropriations and in no other way; and 
I do not think it is in the interest of silver to compel the Treasury to 
pay out silver certificates on all the silver in the in denomi- 
nations of one, two, and five dollars, whether the people want these de- 
nominations or not. 

I think this would be overdoing the matter, and by forcing the use of 
silver in this form would tend to make itodious. Besides, what would 
be gained by requiring that the next hundred millions paid out should be 
all in the form of one, two, and five dollar certificates? I want to see 
as much coin go into circulation as possible, and I see no reason why 
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the people should not be left to choose between certificates in any de- 
nominations and the coin. 

But suppose the next hundred millions paid out to be in the form of 
small silver certificates. Will that in itself reduce the surplus in the 
Treasury or put any more money in circulation? No; notadollar. It 
will simply change the form of the reserves or surplus retained in the 
Treasury. Thatisall. Now, formy part, I would as soon have silver 
held in reserve as any other kind of money. What difference can it 
make? Itisonly by drawing down the entire surplus that more money 
can be put intocirculation, and when it comes to that I do not care much 
which kind of money is paid out first. I will leave the option in that 

to the Government. There is where it should always rest. 

Mr. BLAND. Your crazy spell is the same as that of the Treasury 
Department against silver. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not yield to the —- now. 

When, therefore, we provide for the issuance of certificates in de- 
nominations of ones, twos, and fives for those who prefer them to coin 
we have gone just as far, it seems to me, as prudence would dictate. 
Why should we discriminate against other kinds of money and in favor 
of silver? I have believed in and advocated the absolute equality of 
all money. 

I want silver to stand, so far as the Government is concerned, upon 
precisely the same ground that gold stands upon and greenbacks stand 
upon; that no discrimination shall be made by the officials of the Gov- 
ernment or others for or against either kind of money; and when we 
have put them in that position we have done all that can be done in 
this regard. Anything further is, in my judgment, overdoing it, and 
will react against silver and not in its interest. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask leave to print with my remarks made this morn- 
ing an extract from a Pennsylvania newspaper with reference to this 
question. 

There was no objection. 

[The article is printed with Mr. BayNz’s remarks above. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 53, 
noes 77. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. RANDALL were appointed tellers. 

pe committee again divided; and the teliers reported—ayes &1, 
noes 87. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of Mr. RANDALL, it 
was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DockERY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Symr- 
SON, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate still further insisted 
on its amendments to by the House of Representatives to the 
legislative appropriation bill, and agreed to the further conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes thereon; and had appointed Mr. 
ALLIson, Mr. DAwes, and Mr. CoCKRELL as conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had oe without amendment the bill (H. R. 
3014) providing for terms of court in Colorado. 

Also, that the Senate requested the House to return to the Senate the 
bill (H. R. 28) to ide for the appointment and compensation of a 
district judge for southern district of Alabama. 

The Committee Of the Whole resumed its session. 


DRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

Amendments 75, 76, and 77 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment 78 was read, as follows: 

Sain‘ , Florida ; Col Rive ; Great 

o enrinen Wean¥. epeeap: gmerte iaere anunae rs, Oregon 

Mr. RANDALL. I am directed by the committee to move to concur 
in that amendment with an amendment, by adding after the word ‘‘ Vir- 
ginia’’ the words “‘ Tennessee River.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Amendments numbered 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 
91, 92, 93, 94, 
108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, and 116 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 117 was concurred in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the committee’s report 
recommend in this amendment. 

Mr ALL. That is a mistake. 

ts numbered 118, 119, 120 were non-concurred in. 
mendment numbered 121 was read, as follows: 

Fisk-hatchery at Duluth, Minn.: For the establishment of a fish-hatchery 00 

Lake Superior, at or near Duluth, Minn., $10,000, 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence i0 


84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 
96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 
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this amendment, with some sort of an understanding that if the Senate 
was to insist it ought to be amended—— A 

Mr. NELSON. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield to 
me I shall move concurrence in the amendment with an amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will hand me his amendment, 
and let this be non-concurred in, I think the object he has in view can 
be reached in some way. i 

Mr. NELSON. Very well, I withdraw the motion to concur. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. t 

Amendments 122 to 130 inclusive were non-concurred in. 

Mr. WILSON. The committee recommend non-concurrence in 
amendments 131 to 134 inclasive. I ask that they be non-concurred 
in without readi 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

Amendments 131 to 143 inclusive were non-concurred in. 

Amendment 144 was concurred in. 

Amendment 145 was non-concurred in. 

The committee recommended non-concurrence in amendment 146; 
which was read, as follows: 

In line 1600 strike out ‘$90,000’ and insert ** $75,000; ” so that it will read: 

* Protecting publiclands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, so. 000.”" 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit an amendment to the Senate 
amendment. I move that the House concur in the Senate amendment 
with an amendment making the sum $125,000 instead of $75,000. 

; I wish to submit a word on the subject. It will be observed this ap- 
propriation to enable the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
take measures for protecting the public lands from illegal and fraudu- 
lent entry or appropriation was in the first place $90,000. The Senate 
; reduces the amount from $90,000 to $75,000. And the motion made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is that the House 


non-concur. I move concurrence, with an amendment, making the 
t amount $125,000 instead of the $90,000 in the bill as it passed the 
House. 
, The House will remember that the year before last the then Commis- 


[9 sioner of the General Land Office, Mr. McFarland, asked for an appro- 
’ riation of $400,000 for this purpose, alleging that the frauds on the 
d laws in the land States and Territories were widespread, and that 
at least $400,000 should be appropriated to enable him to prevent those 
; frauds, and restore the public lands to the public domain and to pre- 
vent fraud in the fature. But Congress only appropriated $90,000. 
The present Commissioner asked for the appropriation for that purpose 
’ of $300,000, and pointed out with great elaborateness the importance 
to the public interest of this appropriation. He showed that millions 
| and millions of acres of the public lands were being monopolized, en- 
t tered unlawfully, entered in large estates, entered through fraud, and 
asked Congress to give him the means to restore these lands to the pub- 
lic domain that they might be disposed of for the benefit of the home- 

@ stead settlers. 
. Now, if there is any high duty resting on Congress at this hour it is 


to protect what remains, growing smaller every year, of the public lands 
e for the benefit of actual settlers. I think every quarter-section of land 
d saved from monopoly and speculation for homesteads is a blessing, the 
. benefitof which in the future can not be overestimated. I do not hes- 
vf itate to say from the examination I have given to the subject that mill- 


ions of acres of land, with proper power placed in the hands of your In- 


, terior t—millions of acres now doomed to monopoly and 
speculation can be restored to the public domain and secured for the 

e benefit of actual settlers. 

a I think, sir, that this opens up a field that ought to challenge the 


earnest inquiry and thought of every member of this House. I know 
of nothing so well calculated to inspire earnestness and even eloquence 
on the part of any man who is capable of uttering grand thoughts in 
grand words inspired by a theme such as this—the saving to coming 
and to the landless now among us to the extent of millions 

speculation and the building up of great landed estates. 
The future of this country, like its past, is to depend largely on the 
at number of your freeholders; and I know of no higher duty that can rest 
the promotion of any line of policy that can secure 
largest possible number of freeholders among our people. I ask 
. but a small amount, an increase of $35,000. 

RYAN addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

“0 toe em was recognized and offered to yield additional 
- Mr. RYAN. I am perfectly willing to have the vote taken now. 

F Mr. TOWNSHEND. The very fact that the gentleman is in favor 
of an ne of $90,000 for this purpose is evidence that there is 
rt need for a of this character. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, it is sim- 
ply a question as to how much is needed for this purpose. The 

from Kansas [Mr. Ryan] certainly will not claim that he 

had as full ty of knowing the needs of the service as the 
former of the General Land Office, who held that position 
< for a number of years, who was a very honest and upright officer, and 
who had ree en cereennity fee knowing just what the public serv- 

ice order to protect the Government from these frauds. 
will my friend from Kansas, I imagine, claim that he has any 


| 





: 





better opportunity of forming an accurate judgment upon this point 
than the present Commissioner of the General Land Office, who was a 
member on this floor for some eight years, and who has been for one 
year past in charge of the Land Office. 
as to the amount that ought to be appropriated. 
from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] says that $90,000 is enough to guard the 
public domain from the land robbers that are constantly marauding 
upon it. 
tleman who was in political accord with my friend from Kansas, de- 
clared that $400,000 was required for that purpose. 


It is simply, then, a question 
Now the gentleman 


The former Commissioner of the General Land Office, a gen- 


Mr. RYAN. No. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Am notcorrect in that? 
Mr. RYAN. No. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I appeal to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 


HOLMAN ] upon that point. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the amount asked for was $400,000. 
Mr. RYAN. It was $300,000. 
Mr. HISCOCK. How much did you appropriate for this purpose 


after full investigation ? 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Appropriations at the last 


session recommended, I believe, $90,000, but the committee of the prior 
year recommended $100,000, and it was voted by both Houses of Con- 
gress. So, gentlemen will see, after all, that it issimplya question as 
to the amount that is required to guard the public domain against the 
robberies and frauds that we who live in the West know areconstantly 
being perpetrated. 


Mr. RYAN. The gentleman does not live far enough West to know 


anything about it. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I have been far enough West, and I have 
indisputable evidence that these frauds are being constantly perpetrated 


and have been going on for years. 


Mr. RYAN. How long has the gentleman had that information ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have had it for years. 

Mr. RYAN. Then why did you not insist upon raising the appro- 
priation to the amount which the former Commissioner of the Land 
Office, Mr. McFarland, asked for ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If I had been a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations then, as I am now, I would have joined hands with the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] and with other gentlemen upon 
this floor who desired to protect the public domain. 

Mr. RYAN. But you werea member of the House, occupying aseat 
upon this floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, I am not going to debate that question 
with the gentleman, for I have only a few minutes. Mr. Chairman, 
what harm can result from this appropriation? For what purpose is 
the money asked ? 

Mr. RYAN. To make places for political friends. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The money is asked for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the public domain from fraud. Would any one who wants to 
protect the public domain complain of an appropriation of $200,000 if 
it were needed for that purpose? The object that this money is in- 
tended to be used for is to protect the publicdomain. There are men 
who sometimes raise their voices here in denunciation of the robbery 
of the public domain by railroads, but when a question of this kind 
comes up they do not seem to realize that the railroads are not the only 
robbers of the public lands. They do not seem to realize that there are 
others who commit frauds upon the public domain as well as the rail- 
roids. We have turned our faces in the direction of protecting the 
public lands from the railroads; let us also strengthen the hands of hon- 
est officers of the Government who desire to guard the public domain 
as well from private robberies and fraud. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have consent to 
limit the debate on this paragraph to twenty minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he believes 
there is in conference any such question as the increase of the amount 
above that contained in the House bill, or whether it can be put in 
conference? 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot think a conference committee has a right 
to increase the amount above what the two Houses have indicated as a 
maximum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Where is the rule to that effect? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no such rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that all debate on this 
paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in twenty minutes. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. Coss addressed the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will make it ten minutes, if the House will 
agree to it. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman had better make it ten minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I modify my proposition, and ask that the debate 
on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 
We want to finish this bill if possible before 5 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto 
be closed in ten minutes. Is there objection? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague [Mr. Cops] has the floor, I believe, 
and I hope he will be heard. 

Mr. RANDALL. He will be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN |] object ? 

Mr. GAY. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of closing debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
Cope] has the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
the committee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise toa question of order. 
[Mr. Copp] recognized? 

The CHAIRMAN. Hewasnot. The gentleman rose, and the Chair 
intended to recognize him, when the gen from Pennsylvania 
submitted his request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I presume the Chair would be bound to give pref- 
erence to the member in charge of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair of course observes the practice in that 


I think the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 


Was not my colleague 


respect. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The twenty-minutes’ limitation was 
agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to modify the proposition so as to fix ten 
minutes as the limitation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But if the ten-minutes’ proposition 
fails i suppose the twenty-minutes’ arrangement obtains. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Iowa is 
correct. The Chair submitted the proposition to close debate in 
twenty minutes; there was no objection, and the Chair declared it was 
agreed to. If objection is now made the Chair does not feel at liberty 
to ignore the order which was made by unanimous consent. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] will proceed. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, I have heretofore discussed this question 
to some extent, and I do not know that I can advance anything which 
has not already been said. But I must say Iam astonished that the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] should come here and declare to 
this House that frauds are not now being committed every day upon 
the public lands. The evidence is overwhelming against the gentle- 
man’s statement. 

Mr. RYAN. Can the gentleman point to any evidence that frauds 
on the public lands have been perpetrated within the last year? 

Mr. COBB. Of course I can. 

Mr. RYAN. I do not think you can. 

Mr. COBB. I have not the proof here, because I can not carry the 
documents constantly in my pockét; but the evidence is on file in the 
Interior Department showing frauds in the gentleman’s own State—— 

Mr. RYAN. Frauds perpetrated three or four years ago. 

Mr. COBB. Perpetrated within the last year. 

Mr. RYAN. I contend that no frauds have been perpetrated there 
within the last year. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman, although he thinks he knows all about 
this subject, is mistaken. I take issue with him, and call his attention 
to evidence now on file in the Interior Department showing frauds in 
his own State and in every other State of the Union where there are 
public lands. 

Mr. RYAN. I donotwish to be mi I do not deny that 
there have been frauds perpetrated in the past, but I do not believe there 
is any evidence of frauds perpetrated in connection with the public 
lands either in my own State or elsewhere within the last year. 

Mr. COBB. All I have to say is that the evidence does not bear out 
the gentleman’s statement. 

Now, I do not ask any larger expenditures with reference to the public 
lands than are necessary to afford protection against fraud. But I say 
the evidence is overwhelming against the gentleman that his own State 
is honey-combed to-day with frauds, committed in the past and to-day. 
Why gentlemen come here and make these assertions without proof 
and against the proof on file I can not conceive. I know they are hon- 
orable men, but they ought not to make statements which are not sus- 
tained by the evidence. No longer ago than yesterday I talked with 
a special agent who has been in Dakota, and he told me that so far as 
he has examined 90 per cent. of the recent entries in that Territory 
have been fraudulent. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is the evidence which the gentleman speaks of as 
being on file the ex parie statements of agents, or is it evidence taken 
according to the forms of law and with proper opportunity for cross- 


examination ? 

Mr. COBB. I ean only say that this agent told me he the evi- 
dence on file the day before yesterday. re 

Mr. ROWELL. But it was the ex parte statement of an agent, and 


not testimony taken secording to ordinary judicial forms and upon 
proper cross-examination. Is not that true? 

Mr. COBB. These agents are officials of the Government as much 
so as the gentleman or myself; they are as solemnly bound to do their 
duvy, to report the facts which they ascertain, as gentleman and I 
are bound to do our duty on this floor; and I presume those officials 
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are honest men and do their duty. These facts have been testified to 
by agents of the Government under former administrations as they are 
testified to to-day. The reportsare coming in every day. Within the 
last four months an agent has reported seventy-three cases of frand 
where he has taken the affidavits of the men themselves who made the 
entries; they swear to their own fraudulent acts. Those affidavits 
with hundreds of other such affidavits are upon record. 

I have talked with the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
I have talked with these agents. I have informed myself as best | 
could with reference to the needs of the Government in the protection 
of the public lands. These officers inform me that if the force of the 
Land Department be cut down below what itis the work can not be efii- 
ciently done. They all concur in saying that we ought to increase in- 
stead of diminishing the appropriation. 

I say $125,000 is too little. Two hundred thousand dollars could tx 
used profitably and would hand down to posterity hundreds of thou- 
sands of acres to be occupied by bona fide settlers, which otherwise with. 
out these investigations of land frauds would be taken up by speculat- 
ors and entered without their having seen an acre of them. f 

{Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. NELSON. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, 
I had intended not to say a word on this subject, but to let the inatter 
pass in silence. But I am surprised to have it iterated and reiterated 
again and again on this floor that 90 per cent. of the entries of public 
lands in the Northwest are fraudulent. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Copp] must bear in mind that Dakota has a population of hal! , 
million or more and that they are farmersand tillersofthesoil. Nearly 
all the men who have gone into that Territory are men who have gone 
there to take up the public lands for actual settlement and cultivation. 

Mr. COBB. I simply give the affidavits. 

Mr. NELSON. They are men who go there under the homestead 
law; and when the gentleman undertakes to say that 90 per cent. of 
these people, or those who go and enter upon the public lands—] say 
that when he or any other man says it—— 

Mr. COBB. I say it. 

Mr. NELSON. I say that he or the man from whom he gets his an- 
thority slanders the people of the Northwest. 

Mr. COBB. It is not a slander at all; it is true. 

Mr. NELSON. _I wish to submit a word or twoin reference to these 
special agents. These special agents of the Interior Department are a 
lot of cheap men. I can tell the gentleman from Indiana they have a 

i In my State and district the land frauds have been 
committed in connection with pine lands, and not in connection with 
agricultural lands. These special agents go there, and what do they 
do? Itis a notorious fact that the big men, who make large entries an‘ 
who send out men from the mills to enter the lands, are not touched. 
These special agents levy tributeon them. The small fry, themen who 
take up a quarter or a half section, are pulled up. In my district, 
which isin the northwest corner of the State, this administration |ast 
fall sent up an agent into the Crookston district. He remained ther 
some weeks. He discovered what three brothers were at, but the great 
monopolists he never discovered at all; he found out these three men, 
and they were reported to the Government. He was an agent appointed 
by this administration, and he was so corrupt this administration wer 
compelled to get rid of him. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Horrible! [Langhter. ] 

Mr. NELSON. In districts where it is said the greatest frauds have 
been found out these special agents with $1,000 or $1,500 a year hive 
been stopping at hotels, paying $3 and $4 a day, riding in carriages, and 
living otherwise in an extravagant way. It is a fact they levy tribute 

Now, what you are asked to do here is to increase the riation 

political pets—to keep up these political bummes - 
they are attending to public serviee. It may 
t let me tell you, ger 
tlemen, that in the Northwest this whole thing is looked upon as very 
[Laughter.] There the whole thing is not mis: 
nor misunderstood. [Laughter and applause. 
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Mr. COBB. Yes, you all know better; but the proof is on file that 
these great frauds have been committed, and that the facts are just as 
they have been stated. 

Mr. RYAN. Why, there have not been half a dozen men sent to 
the penitentiary for frauds on the public lands. . 

Mr. COBB. No, but there may be, and probably will be, a number. 
The trath about the matter is that it is not the honest men who are 
objecting to these investigations. It is the men whose entries are fraud- 
ulent, whose rights are not properly acquired. That is the fact about 
it, and the evidence shows it. 

I have myself a hundred letters at my room, letters coming from the 
gentleman’s own State, and from other States and Territories; letters 
from honest men, who say that they do not object to these investiga- 
tions, but that it is the men around them, men that are guilty of the 
frauds, who are making the objection. I take it that is true, and if you 
were to put the question before a jury the proof would be overwhelm- 


ing t them as to the fraudulent character of many of the 
clai 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Then why do you not put it before a jury? 


Mr. NELSON. There is a difference between asserting a thing and 
proving it. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman asks why it does not go before a jury. 
I tried to get your Commissioner to do it. I tried to get Commissioner 
McFarland to do it without success. 

Mr. DORSEY. Does the gentleman know how many of Mr. Com- 
missioner Sparks’s decisions have been reversed by the Secretary of the 
Interior in my district, those decisions in which he claimed that fraud- 
ulent entries were charged? 

Mr. COBB. Idonotknow, nordoesthe gentleman know the number. 

Mr. DORSEY. In every case filed in the last few months, some seven 
or eight in the third district alone, they have been overruled. 

Mr. COBB. How many fraudulententries are charged that have not 
been reversed ? 

Mr. DORSEY. Hundreds are charged, and they will be reversed as 
soon as the Secretary of the Interior geis to them on the appeals. 

Mr. COBB. That is just what I wanted the gentleman tosay. The 
evidence shows that where a wrong decision has been made it is cor- 
rected under the law; and hence there can be no wrong done to the 
actual and bona fide settlers. Thatis the caseeverywhere. If an agent 
happens to make a mistake in reporting one of these cases, his mistake 
is corrected by the Department. If a man has a good case who is ruled 
against. by the Commissioner, he has his appeal to the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Every man will get his rights, no injustice will be done, and his title 
will be perfected as soon as the proper proofs are presented. If it turns 
out that he has got a good case, if the evidence is shown in his favor, 
he has nothing to fear. But you gentlemen are not willing to allow 
the frauds to be examined into. It isa good deal like the reports of 
the agents—they say that good men out there enter into conspiracies 
against the men whose characters are good, and I do not 
impugn their characters, but I do impugn theiracts. When you come 
to investigate the cases they are all alike; they all got a piece of the 
pork, and they are willing to stand by it. It illustrates the condition 
of affairs there, and my friends over the way occupy that position. I 
do not mean to say that they got any of the pork, but their neighbors 
have, and their constituents have, and they are simply standing by 
them in their frauds against the Government and the law. 

ag There is no fraud. 

bs es; yousay so. You are one of the men perhaps the 
agent had in view. ete: 

Mr. DORSEY. No, sir; the gentleman must not make that remark 
tome. He that once before on a gentleman from Nebraska, 
se» ahem eames you charged it against one of my col- 


eagues—— 
Mr. COBB. The gentleman is que pA of time. I have the 
floor. I am not making any charge, and shall not make any that the 
Mir. DORSEY, 
r. - You must not make any charge against me. 

Mr. COBB. I make no charge against the gentleman; I am speak- 
re rene eee entries, 

Mr. DO - Well, you said I was one of the men—— 

Mr. COBB. No; I meant that you were like one of the men the 


Now this $125,000 ought to be appropriated. It i to 
is necessary to pro- 
tect the public lands. These officers have no interest as I can conceive 
in 


that 
[Here oc 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. 


Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana sug- 
that it is remarkable that the : 


Representatives from the Western 


an een en een ene as ame 
are. and vili by men who should be engaged 
in better business, should do so—that it is remarkable that we stand 
in their defense. The men who make these accusations 

Representatives of all the Western States and Territories, as 
pre a 


people living there, are most anxious that these public lands 
preserved to the honest and bona fide settlers. It is not to 
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our interest that they should be occupied by eattle syndicates or rings 
organized to secure unlawful control of the public lands, thereby rob- 
bing the settlers of the possibility of acquiring homes upon the public 
domain. 

We, of all others, are interested in protectiag the settlers, in strength- 
ening the arm of the Government so that the lands may be preserved 
for honest occupants. But we do protest against titles being disturbed; 
we do protest against entries being stricken down; we do protest against 
honest frontiersmen being defamed, traduced, and vilified in this way 
by the Executive Departments of the Government and their apologists 
upon this floor. They have said that there are 90 per cent. of these set- 
tlements fraudulent; and yet the men who know the character of these 
settlers, who know the condition of affairs existing in those Western 
communities, know when they make that insinuation that they falsify 
the facts and defame as honest men as ever contributed to the growth 
and development of any community. 

Is it possible that the great Territory of Dakota is settled by men 90 
per cent. of whom are engaged in making fraudulent land entries? Is 
it possible that the rapidly growing and newly organized counties of 
Kansas are devoting themselves to a larceny of the public domain? Is 
it true that the people of Nebraskaand the new West are devoting their 
energies and consuming their time in plundering lands from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States? 

Men go to the West with as honest purposes as they go into any other 
section of the country, and they settle upon these vacant prairies to 
make homes for themselves and to bear their full share of the burdens 
of honest government, and I protest against any appropriation that is to 
be used to take from them their honest settlements or to embarrass them 
in their struggle for life. 

Instead of engaging in the investigation of entries that may be fraud- 
ulent and promoting the unlawful occupation of public lands I have 
information recently from home that the Commissiener of the General 
Land Office is now sending his spies and informers into communities 
where there has not been an acre of public land for ten years. This 
morning I was at his office for the purpose of finding out the condition 
of an entry that was made on the 2d of July, 1877. Nine years ago that 
entry was made and was proved up according to law and the require- 
ments of the act of 1876, and I find that entry not approved but held 
up until some spy and informer can be sent there to secretly investigate 
the antecedents of the man who occupied the land nine years ago and 
paid to the Government $1.25 per acre therefor. 

Men went there, invested their money, built houses, broke the prairie, 
made fences, and cultivated the fields—they have done this for years, 
and in many instances sold to those who came subsequently, and yet they 
can get no patent, no title, because the Commissioner wants to send 
some spy and informer into that community to investigate a settlement 
made nine years ago for 160 acres of the public lands. And what is 
true of the tract of land I particularly speak of is true of all that ter- 
ritory. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized 
for the three minutes that remain of the time allotted for debate on this 
amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think in this connection I may claim to be a dis- 
passionate man. On the one side great frauds are alleged. On the 
other they are denied. It does not matter to me as to this particular 
paragraph whether the amount is $90,000 or $75,000. If there be frauds 
they ought to be investigated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And you ought to give money enough to in- 
investigate them. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations based their ac- 
tion not upon allegations, on the one side that the object of increasing 
the appropriation was to give additional patronage to the officials, nor 
on the other hand that it was sought to make the amount low so as to 
prevent the discovery of frauds in this connection. The committee 
based their recommendation on the expenditures of the two past years. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. RANDALL. You had your time; allow me to proceed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Commissioner expended the amount that 
was appropriated. The reason he did not expend more was because 
you did not give him mere to expend. 

Mr. RANDALL. We gave him, in 1885, $100,000, and there was ex- 
pended $91,000. .. We gave for 1886, $90,000, and there was, during the 
first six months of that year only $31,000 expended. But rather than 
give any reason whatever for the allegation that there was not money 
enough given in this connection we gave the $90,000 in this bill; and 
I anticipate the House will adhere to that position. 

But suppose the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the 
Secretary of the Interior should find an additional number of officials 
was essential to the securing to the Government lands fraudulently en- 
tered, I suggest that we will be here again in a few months, and if 
enough is not.given now, we can correct it then. That is about the po- 
sition of the matter; and there is no danger, in my judgment, in adher- 
ing to $90,000. I trust the committee and the House will adhere to 
that. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. RYAN. I ask leave to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to concur with an amendment making 
the amount $125,000. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 56, noes 111. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is now on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] to non-concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

Amendment 147 was corcurred in. 

Amendments 148 to 155, inclusive, were non-concurred in. 

Amendments 156, 157, and 158 were concurred in. 

Amendments 159 to 169, inclusive, were non-concurred in. 

Amendment 170 was concurred in. 

Mr. LONG. Iask that the reading of amendment 171 be dispensed 
with. The committee recommend concurrence. 

There was no objection. 

Amendment 171 was concurred in. 

Amendment 172 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment 173 was read, as follows: 


For the education of the children of school age in the Territory of Alaska, 
without regard to race, $25,000. 


The committee recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. NEECE. J object tonon-concurrence. The Territory of Alaska 
belongs to the United States and is being opened up tosettlement. It 
equals in extent of territory one-sixth of the United States, and has 
30,000 inhabitants, with no power to levy one cent of school tax. If 
you do not make some provision of this kind, it will be left without a 
schovi. I think we ought to adopt this amendment of the Senate. 
Having opened up that vast Territory to settlement, you deprive the 
people there of the power to levy a school tax. Books have been 
bought, the schools are ready to run, but you close up the school-houses, 
and you will not give them a single dollar to carry them on with. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence_ in 
this amendment. We have provided elsewhere for the object for 
which the gentleman contends. 

Mr. NEECE. Where? 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the Indian appropriation bill. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment number 174 was read, as follows: 

That the sum of $37,500 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury nototherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a school farm and the repair 
of old and the erection of new bui'dings and outhouses for the Indian indus- 
trial schoo! at Carlisle, Pa., to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thecommitteerecommend non-concurrence in that 
amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. If it is agreeable to the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, I should be glad to hear a statement of the reason 
why this item is to benon-concurred in. It seems to me that it is nec- 
essary for the institution to have an additional farm. I am not ad- 
vised, however, in the premises, and I ask this question rather for in- 
formation than for any other purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regardless of the question whether or not an ad- 
ditional farm should be provided for that institution, it came to the 
knowledge of the Committee on Appropriations from what we consid- 
ered a reliable and authentic source that the price asked was altogether 
too high. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Insupportof that I can state to the gentleman from 
Pennsyivania that the actual price paid for that farm when it was pur- 
chased by the present holder was $18,500. 

Mr. RANDALL. How long ago was that? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Within the last month or two. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thatis the reason that the committee have recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. NELSON. Well, for the present I make no adverse motion. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment number 175 was, on motion of Mr. CANNON, considered 
as read, and non-concurred in. 

Amendment number 176 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment number 177 was read, as follows: 

For construction of a fire-proof building to be used as a milling-shop, $30,000. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, in reference to this matter I will 
say that it was recommended in the Book of Estimates. A 
before the Committee on Appropriations was asked for in the early 
part of the session. When the time for that hearing arrived it was de- 
cided by the chairman that this being an application for an appropria- 
tion for a new building at the Springfield arsenal, should be referred 
under the new rule tc the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds. 
A bill was introduced and referred to that committee, and that com- 
mittee have made a favorable report, which is House Report No. 2233. 
In that report is cited a letter from the acting Secretary of War, Gen- 
eral Benét, setting forth the reasons why this new building is necessary. 
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He says that there is great danger of fire, that the building is old, and 
that there is urgent necessity for the erection of a new one. 

In addition to the age of the building, its overcrowding with ma- 
chinery, insufficient light, the dangerous condition of the floors satu- 
rated with oil, the danger from fire, which might destroy the machinery 
and suspend work, and the generally unsafe condition as set forth in the 
letter referred to in the report and the other reasons given in the report 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I desire to cal! 
attention to the fact that if a fire should occur there, or any accident 
arising from the unsafe condition of the building, besides the pecuniary 
loss that the Government would suffer there might be great loss of 
life, because the building is now thoroughly crowded and weighted 
down with machinery and the floors are saturated with oil. It is an 
old building, which was constructed originally fora storehouse, and was 
not intended for what itis now used. The workmen employed have a 
right to ask that a safe building be erected. 

A new building isa necessity. Wise forethought and true economy 
demand thatit be built. This isan item that should receive attention, 
and I make these few remarks in order that the committee may not 
pass it over without realizing the urgency of the case. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee found no law authorizing the in- 
sertion of this paragraph, and were not convinced of the immediate 
necessity for a new building there. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I should like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania how the committee can say that they were not convinced 
of the necessity for this appropriation when they gave no hearing on 
the subject, while another committee did give a hearing and were con- 
vinced. 

Mr. LONG. It is a very proper matter to go to a conference. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 
and 187 were non-concurred in. 

Mr.WILSON. Iaskunanimousconsent that amendments numbered 
188 to 201, inclusive, relating to the Signal Service, be considered as 
read and non-concurred in. 

Mr. SPOONER. Amendments 189 and 190 of the Senate are sub- 
stantially the same provisions—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
SPOONER] object to the request of the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. WILson }? 

Mr. LONG. I do not think he will. 

Mr. SPOONER. I object only for the purpose of saying a word. 
The amendments to which I have just referred are substantially tlie 
same provisions which were inserted in this bill by the House Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and which, when the bill was under corsidera- 
tion here, went out on a point of order. I had hoped the Committee 
on Appropriations would recommend concurrence in these amendments 
of the Senate without the necessity of carrying the matter to a confer- 
ence; but I do not desire to interfere with the progress of the bill; and 
if the committee has determined that it is best to allow this matter to 
go into conference, I will not object, trusting that in the conference the 
matter may be satisfactorily di of. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gent!c- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WILson] that the amendments down 
to 201 inclusive be non-concurred in without reading? The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee rose informally, when a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on amendments numbered 
88, 179, and 180, to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ip June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The two hundred and second and two hundred and third amendments 
were read and non-concurred in. 

The two hundred and fourth amendment was read and concurred in. 

The two hundred and fifth, two hundred and sixth, two hundred and 
seventh, two hundred and eighth, two hundred and ninth, two heo- 
dred and tenth, two hundred and eleventh, two hundred and twel!t), 
two hundred and thirteenth, two hundred and fourteenth, two hun- 
dred and fifteenth, two hundred and sixteenth, and two hundred and 
seventeenth amendments were read and non-concurred in. 

The two hundred and eighteenth amendment was read and con- 
curred in. 

The two hundred and nineteenth, two hundred and twentieth, two 
hundred and twenty-first, and two hundred and twenty-second amend- 
ments were read non-concurred in. 

The two hundred and twenty-third, two hundred and twenty-fourth, 
and two hundred and twenty-fifth amendments were read and con 
curred in. 

Amendments numbered 226, 227, 228, 229, and 230 were red and 
non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 231 was read and concurred in. 
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The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the recommendation of the 
committee to non-concur. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 74. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask by unanimons consent that the adjournment 
be extended beyond 5 o’clock and until after this bill has been dis- 
posed of, and also until the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 
has submitted a conference report on the legislative bill. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The question recurred on the report of the committee to non-concur 
in Senate amendment numbered 238, on which the yeas and nays had 
been ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
117, nays 105, not voting 100; as follows: 

YEAS—117. 

Kleiner, Skinner, 

a. 

Tonia Stahinecker, 
Stewart, 


Le Fevre, 

Lore, St. Martin, 
Lowry, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Mahoney, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Storm, 


Martin, 
McCreary, Swope, 
y: 
Taulbee, 


MeMillin, 
MeRae, 

Taylor, J.M. 
To end, 


Mills, 
Turner, 


Morgan, 
Morrison, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele, 
Ww) 


Neal, 

Norwood, 
Warner, A. J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Whee 


O’Ferrall, 
Outhwaite, 
Wilk on 
Willis, 


Peel, 
Pidcock, 
Ran 

Wilson, 
Win 


Wol 


CC CC 


Allen, J. M. 
Balicntine, 
Barnes, 
Barry, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 


Dowdney, 
Dunn, 

Eden, 
Eldredge, 
Elisberry, 
Ermentrout, 
Fisher, 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, 
Bynum, Gibson, C. H. 
Cabell, Glass, 
Campbell, Felix Green, R.8. 
Carletor, Green, W. J. 
Catchings, Hall, 
Clardy, Halsell, 
Clements, Harris, 
Cobb, Hatch, 
Collins, Heard, 
Compton, Hemphill, 
Cowles, Henderson, J.8. 
Cox, Herbert, 
Crisp, Hewitt, 
Croxton, Holman, 
Culberson, Howard, 
Curtin, Hutton, 
Dargan, Irion, 
Davidson, A. ©. Johnston, T. D. 
Dockery, Jones, J. H. 
Dougherty, Jones, J.T. 


Rell JW. 
Richardson, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
haw, 
Singleton, 


NAYS—165. 


La Follette, 
Laird, 


Adams, G. E. 
Allen, C. H. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Baker, 
Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Boutelle, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, C. E. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Bunnell, 
Burleigh, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 
Ely, 


Evans, 
Everhart, 
Farquhar, 
Felton, 
Fleeger, 
Frederick, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gilfillan, 
Goff, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Haydep, 
Henderson, D.B. 
— 


Lindsley, 
a 

ng, 
ae, 
aa 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Milliken, 
Moffatt, 
Morrill, 
Neece, 
Negley, 
N 


e ’ 
O'Neill, Charles 
Osbo 


Adams, J. J. 

Aiken, 

Anderson, C. M. 

Arnot, 

Atkinson, 

Barbour, 

Barksdale, 

Beach, 

Belmont, 

Bliss, 

Bound, 

Brady, 

Bragg. Haynes, 

Breckinridge, WCP.Henderson, T. J. 

Burnes, Henley, 

Caldwell, Hiestand, 

Campbell, J. E. Hill, 

Campbell, T. J. Houk, 

Can Johnston, J.T. 
Ketcham 


King, 
Lawler, 
port, Markham, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Matson, ® 
So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
On motion of Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. TucKER with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, until further notice. 
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Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
day. 

Mr. GeppEs with Mr. HAYNEs, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union as to the other amendments was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. In order now to expedite the progress of this bill, 
I ask that the conferees be appointed at once, and also that the House 
request a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers at the conference on the part 
of the House Messrs. RANDALL, ForNEY, and RYAN. 


COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I rise to ask unanimous consent 
that those having reports from committees may be permitted to file 
them with the Clerk for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAINT LOUIS RIVER. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 9987) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Saint Louis River at the most accessible point between the States of 
Minnesota and Wisconsin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit a conference report on the legis- 
lative bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 88, 179, and 180 to the bill (H. R. 8971) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year en June 30, 1887, for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rev- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment pumbered 179. 

“ recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 88, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum ome insert ‘* $1,970,000; "” and the Senate agree to the same. 

ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 180, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “‘ $52,960;"’ and the Senate to the same. 
8S. HOLMAN, 
GEO. C. CABELL, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the Housc. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
H. L. DAWES, 
¥. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the conferees is as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate numbered 88,179, and 
180 to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 1887, submit the fol- 

written statement in of the action agreed upon by the con- 
ference committee, as : 


SNYDER with Mr, Walt, for the remainder of the day. 
SpricGs with Mr. MILLARD, for the rest of the day. 

REESE with Mr. PAYNE, for the rest of the day. 

CRAIN with Mr. HARMER, for the rest of the day. 

Kye with Mr. WEBER, for the rest of the day. 

LAWLER with Mr. ATKINSON, for the rest of the day. 
O’NEIL1, of Missouri, with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for the rest of the 


: xpenses 
for fees and expenses of gaugers, for salaries of store- 
expenses of the internal-revenue service, at 


“‘On amendments 179 and 180: Pan ot Gen poepaned sum of $10,000 for the 
ivorce.”” 
agreed upon 
for ee 


$722,362.33 less than the correspo 
is considerable ina bill of 
in my judgment, and I think in the judg 
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been acquired in the Jast eight months, that the bill can be framed for 
the next fiscal year with a better understanding of the requirements of 
the public service, as there are many sources of expense that can mani- 
festly be largely reduced with increased efficiency. The steady growth 
of this bill from year te year ought to arrest public attention, as it is 
in a large degree the measure of the growth of public employments in 
the civil service. 

I wish to add to my remarks a table showing the appropriations car- 
ried by this bill for the last fourteen years. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wisk to ask the gentleman whether the table to 
which he refers for the last fourteen or fifteen years adds the items 
provided for in the deficiency bills wherever they have occurred ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am not aware of any material deficiencies that 
have occurred in the appropriations covered by this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think they would reach beyond a few 
thousand dollars in any one year. It is a mere bagatelle as compared 
with other bills. In this bill, except the contingencies, the appropri- 
ations are ific. 

Mr. HIS' K. I think the gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that from 1873 down to the present time 
the whole amount of deficiencies in the appropriations covered by this 
bill will be found a comparatively small sum. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you know the amount of the deficiency in the 
items carried by the legislative bill for the last fiscal year which should 
be included in such an estimate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very inconsiderable. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have you estimated them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I repeat they are very inconsiderable, but I have 
not the figures before me. This bill has never been a subject of any 
material deficiency except as to occasional contingencies. The appro- 
priations have been generally up to the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for salaries of the civil officers and employés. The great de- 
ficiencies occur elsewhere. 

The table of the appropriations under this bill since 1873, showing 
the amount appropriated fur each of the following years, is as follows: 


Amount appropriated. 


900 
236 
5 | 





I now demand the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under the previous order of the House reports from committees were 
filed with the Clerk and referred as follows: 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 
1131) to amend an act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., approved March 2, 
1885; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state fed the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

JAMES H. KING. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 362) granting a pen- 
i the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
teport, ordered to be printed. 


MARY ANN VARS. 

_Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1570) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Ann Vars; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whele House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


JUDITH PLUMMER. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
5 eatlateon amendments the bill (H. R. 4038) for the relief of 
; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
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substitute for H. R. 3732, a bill (H. R. 9988 
a light-house at the mouth of Great Wicomico River, Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, GREAT WICOMICO RIVER. 
Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee oa Commerce, reported, as a 
for the establishment of 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the 


bill (S. 2242) to change the limit of appropriation for the public build- 
ing at La Crosse, Wis.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILKES BARRE, PA. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, also reported back with an amendment the bill (H. 
R. 2147) to authorize the purchase of a site and the erection of a suit- 
able building for a post-office and other Government offices in the city of 
Wilkes Barre, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


ELLEN SPAULDING. 


Mr. REED, of Maine, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 9989) for the relief of Ellen Spaulding; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1227) granting a pension to William P. Squires; and 

A bill (S. 2349) granting a pension to Catharine Lanigan. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to have an evening ses- 
sion to-morrow assigned for the consideration of private Senate bills 


1 | on the Calendar against which there is no objection. 


The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House will on Thursday, July 29,take a recess from 5 
o'clock p, m, until 8 o’clock p, m., the evening session to be devoted to the con- 
sideration of Senate bills on the Private Calendar to which there may be no ob- 
jection, and the session not to continue beyond 11 o’clock p.m. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I object, unless the order includes House bills on 
the Private Calendar to which there is no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The Senate bills are the only ones that can go 
through this session. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will agree to what the gentleman suggests, and 
will modify my resolution accordingly. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. It was the order of the House that it should ad- 
journ as soon as the business specified was completed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The objection to the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] as now modified 
is withdrawn. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The condition was that no other business was to 
be transacted. 

The House accordingly, under its previous order (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of M. M. Levey, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Resolution of Albert Jackson Post, No. 300, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the passage of Senate bill 
1886—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of citizens of Illinois for the passage 
of Senate bill 1886, granting pensions to dependent soldiers—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Memorial and protest of the Teachers’ Associa- 
tion of Texas, on thesubject of Federal aid to education in the States—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Thomas W. Prentiss and others, of 
Putnam County, Ohio, against pension bills indicating the objects to be 
taxed for the payment of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Allen J. Moss and of William N. 
Nicholl, of Greenbrier County, West Virginia, asking compensation for 
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stores, &c., taken and used by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on W ar Claims. 

yy Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of William G. Dunn, administrator es- 
tate of Cooper Dunn, deceased, of Garrard County, Kentucky, asking 
compensation for stores, &e., taken and used by the United States 
Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of Robert Brown, sr., of Madison 
County, Tennessee, asking that his claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Benjamin Holt, of Wayne 
County, and of Grace Ann Mitchell, of Shelby County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Holmes Sells, of Atlanta, Ga.— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Rev. Byron Sunderland and others, for 
such action as will avoid sessions of Congress on the Sabbath day—to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of Israel Blagg, of Barbour 
County; of Miles Harrington, and of Sarah A. Cox, administrator of 
William G. Cox, deceased, of Platt County, Missouri, asking compen- 
sation for stores, &c., taken and used by the United States Army—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement 
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of Morris Snider and 18 others and of 
H. D. White and 120 others, citizens of the eighteenth district of Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of John Roach and 61 others and of Frank 
Flippinger and 31 others, citizens of the fifth district of New York. 

By Mr. DOWDNEY: Petition of Charles Newman and 39 others and 
of Albert A. Rowlett and 46 others, citizens of the twelfth district of 
New York. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of L. H. Page and 75 others, citizens of 
the second district of Kentucky. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of John Maynard and 206 others, of James 
Kennedy and 110 others, of J. A. Sweeds and 126 others, of F. Gibson 
and 175 others, of J. Fairbanks and others, and of C. H. Allen and 
others, citizens of the thirteenth district of Missouri. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 29, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings, and after reading for seven minutes, 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the further 
reading of the Journal will be dispensed with. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is thereaquorum present? We might as well hear 
the Journal as do anything else if there is no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not find a quorum 
present. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
ent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called. 

Several Senators. Let the Journal be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Where a quorum does not appear, and that statement is made by the 
Chair, the rule requires peremptorily that the roll shall be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 

Edmunds, 


to their names: 
Alliso 
Beck, Eustis, ‘eller, - 
Svarts, 
Frye, Plumb. Van on Wray, 
a Pugh, 
Walthel” 


Wh 
Wilson of lows, 
Wilson of Md. 


I withdraw the request if there is no quorum pres- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-two Senators having answered 
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to their names, if there be no objection further proceedings under the 
call will be dispensed with, and the further reading of the Journal wil] 
also be dispensed with if there be noobjection. The Journal will stand 
approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the proclamation of the gov- 
ernor of Utah relative to violation of the law in respect to marriage by 
members of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of C. M. Furman and others, citi- 
zens of South Carolina and Florida, praying for the confirmation of land 
grants in Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition of the executive board of the 
Woman’s National Indian Association, praying for an appropriation for 
education in Alaska. I move that the petition lie on the table, inas- 
much as the Senate has already taken favorable action upon the matter. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of LaGrange Post No. 79, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Windom, Minn., remonstrating against 
any tax on the pension system; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present a petition of ministers and other cit- 
izens of the District of Columbia, praying Congress to so regulate tho 
final adjournment as to avoid a session on Sunday, which I ask may be 
printed in the REcorD. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 
The undersigned would respectfully petition your honorable bodies to so order 
the day of your adjournment as to avoid a session upon the Sabbath. The day 
been guarded by both Divine and human laws. The Sabbath sessions of 
Congress in the ve done violence to the deepest and most sacred convic- 
tions nals multitudes of our fellow-citizens. With the hope that your honorable 
bodies will take such action as shall avoid this result, we will ever pray. 


Wastesten, D.C. J uly 27, 1886. 
B. SUNDERLAND, 8S. WYNKOOP, 
erian Church, Peas Western Presbylerian Church. 
Roe J. F 
. LOCKHART. 


D. DALRYMPLE, 


Pastor First 
> 8. CHILDS. 
GREENLEES. 
JOSEPH T. KELLY, 
Fourth m Church. 


Presbyteria adOHN CHESTER, 
GEO. P. VAN WYCK. Paster een Church. 
J. E. NOURSE. WILLOUGHBY. 


Mr. PALMER presented the memorial of John J. Bagley & Co. and 
24 other manufacturers and dealers in tobacco, of Detroit, Mich., re- 
monstrating against the passage of House bill 8738, changing the method 
of packing 2 ae which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. B 


LAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (8S. 2532) for the relief of Mary H. Casler, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to ex property purchased at Abingdon, Va., asa 
site for a public building for more suitable property, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1968) to authorize the Postmaster- 
General to allow to the American Bank Note Company in the sett! c- 
ment of its account credit for the cost of certain postage-stamps fur- 
ni to the Post-Office Department, reported it without amendment, 

submitted a thereon. 
the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was re- 
porting and landing of 


report 
H. R. 7698 granting a pension to Robert K. Bennett; 
H. te granting a pension 


A bill 
A bill 
A bill 


Statutes, relating to inspectors of hulls and boilers, reported it witl- 
out amendment. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
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Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9728) to authorize the Chicago, Saint Louis and 
New Orleans Railroad Company and the Illinois Central Railroad Com- 
pany, or either of them, to construct a bridge over the Ohio River at or 
near Cairo, Ill., reported it with amendments. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1718) authorizing the Chicago, Saint Louis and New Orleans Railroad 
Company and the Illinois Central Railroad Company, or either of them, 
to construct a bridge over the Ohio River at or near Cairo, Lil., moved 
its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

AMERICAN ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Library to re- 
port the following resolution, and ask its present consideration: 


Whereas the approaching centennial anniversary, in 1889, of the adoption of 
the Constitution of the United States, and that of the four hundredth anniver- 
sary, in 1892, of the discovery of America by C.ristopher Columbus, are two im- 
portant historical events, fraught with great patriotic interest, not only to the 
citizens of this Republic and of the governments of the western hemisphere, 
but also mark occasions of transcendent importance in the history of the civil- 
ized world; and 

Whereas it is proper that the people should commemorate these great events 
in a manner becoming the greatness and dignity of the United States: There- 


re, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five members of the Senate, of whom the 
President of the Senate shall be-one, be appointed to consider, formulate, and 
report at the next session of Congress 4 a for properly celebrating, at the 
capital of the Republic, these two illustrious anniversaries, Said committee 
are authorized to act in concert with any similar committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and to sit during the recess. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine objects, and 
the resolution goes over under the rule. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to report the 
following resolution: 
That the Committee on Rules be, and is hereby, continued and au- 


Resolved, 
thorized to sit durihg the recess of Congress, and that the necessary expenses 
oo be paid out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over under ob- 
jection. 

PACKING AND SELLING CUT TOBACCO. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I am directed by the Committee on Finance to ask 
that House bill 8738, Order of Business 1725, be recommitted to that 
committee for further consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves to recommit to the Committee on Finance the bill (H. R. 8738) 
to so further amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, 
and section 3363, as makes a distinction in the mode of packing and 
selling cut tobacco. If there be no objection the bill will be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to have the Senator from Rhode Island 
give the reasons for a recommittal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I said for further consideration by the Committee 
on Finance, the fact being that the report was ordered to be made under a 
misapprehension of the facts in the case. It wassupposed that the bill 
was satisfactory to the trade as well as to the Department. 

Mr. BECK. IfI may be itted, I will state that I reported the 
bill from the Committee on Fi some time ago, by order of the com- 
mittee, on a letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, ad- 
dressed to myself, saying that he had prepared the bill, he believed it 
was right, and would save the Department from embarrassment, and 
that the of the had made a similar request of the 
House of Representatives, and the bill was passed by that body upon 
his statement. The letter was printed and laid upon the desks of 


Since that time men from various parts of the country have sent pro- 
the bill, asking to be heard, and I think they ought to be 
a and oe ought to look further into it. Although 

can see wrong in it, yet very many people engaged in the trade 
believe that it is objectionable, and they have had no hearing and no 
chance to be heard. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Under ordinary circumstances I should interpose no 
objection to the motion to recommit, but as it involves the defeat of 
the bill, on account of the late hour of the session, I deem it my duty 
to explain to the Senate the reasons why I oppose the motion. 

will first state that it is a very unusual motion. I do not recollect 

I have heard such a motion made; that is, when a 

has been gs by the House of Representatives, referred to a 

Senate, and favorably reported to the Senate, that 

should not consider that bill because a few rich manufact- 
against such legislation. 

The IENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana will 
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pause. The Chair is of opinion that this motion is not debatable, but 
goes over under objection. If the Senator objects the motion goes over 
until to-morrow, and therefore it is not debatable. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I would just as lief have it acted upon nowifI can 
be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the express rule morn- 
ing business can not be interrupted by debate. Therefore if there is 
objection made, the motion must go over under the rule. 

Mr. VANCE. Can not the Senator from Louisiana be heard by unan- 
imous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection. 

Mr. MILLER. The other side has to be heard. 

Mr. HALE. This will evidently lead to debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is rather too important a matter to de- 
bate this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, debate is not 
in order, and the motion goes over under objection. 


COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES OF PUBLIC MONEY. 


Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Expenditures of Public 
Money, submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures of Public Money, or a sub- 
committee thereof, be, and is hereby, authorizedto sit during the recess of the 
Senate to continue the investigation ordered by the Senate resolution of Jan- 
uary 27,1886, with the same authority given by said resolution. Said committee 
shall have power to employ a clerk and a stenographer, and the expenses of 
such investigation shall be paid from the appropriation for expenses of inquiries 
and investigations ordered by the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the resolution be acted upon at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That had better lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over under the 
rule. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. President, is it now in order to move to 
take up from the table a bill which I introduced some days since ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is not yet con- 
cluded. The introduction of bills and joint resolutions is next in 
order. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2882) for the relief of Levander 
Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2883) granting a pension to 
James E. Abbs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2884) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Anna Etheridge Hooks; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 79) referring the 
title of Mary A. Washington to property referred to in 92 United States 
Reports, page 698, to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying memorial, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

STATISTICS OF WHEAT CROP. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read: 

Resolwed, That the Commissioner of Agricuiture be directed to report to the 
Senate, at the commencement of the next session of Congress, the amount in 
bushels of wheat harvested in each wheat-producing country during the present 
year, and the amount harvested in each during the preceding five years; the 
average increase or decrease in the world’s consuicption of wheat during said 
years; the probable requirements of each wheat-importing country prior to Sep- 
tember 1, 1887, and the probable surplus in each wheat-exporting country to 
meet such requirements; with the number of acres of wheat in the ground in 
each to make the crop of 1887 at the date of said report as compared with like 
date in 1835; said report to be as brief and concise as a clear statement of the 
information called for will admit. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion goes over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had agreed to some and disagreed to other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. RANDALL, Mr. ForNEy, and Mr. RYAN the managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

TREASURY SURPLUS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury on the public debt. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Before considering that question, let me ask the 
Senator from Iowa if he would not yield to me long enough to call up 
a resolution to place back where they belong certain naval cadet engi- 
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neers in their proper place in the Navy. It is a Senate resolution and 
must go to the other House forconcurrence. If it provokes a particle 
of discussion I am perfectly willing to have it displaced, but I think it 
will not. They were restored by the action of the courts, and all we 
wish to do is to place them in their proper positions. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like very much to yield, but—— 

The PRESIDEN . pro tempore. No debate is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to yield to the Senator, but I can not 
do 80. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution indicated 
by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the majority of the Senate may deem that 
a more important measure to attend to, but I give notice that as soon 
as there is opportunity I shall move to take up the pension cases, as I 
have previously given notice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like toask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if he proposes to take up the vetoed pension bills in the order in 
which they appear on the Calendar? 

Mr. BLAIR. That was my desire. I wish to begin with the first 
one on the Calendar. I do not know how it may besubsequently. It 
may be that if there are particular cases subsequently which Senators 
choose to call up I should interpose no objection. 

TREASURY SURPLUS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus in the 
Treasury on the public debt. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Finance 
with an amendment, to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That no call shall be made under the provisions of this resolution 
until a sum equal to the call isin the Treasury over and above the reserve 
herein mentioned: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his discretion, may have in the Treasury, over and above the foregoing sums, a 

working balance not exceeding $20,000,000; and in the case of any extraordi- 

nary emergency, and when, because thereof, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the public interests shall require it, he may, by written order, sus- 
pend the further call for the payment of such indebtedness for such pe riod of 
time as shall be necessary to maintain the public credit unimpaired. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this joint resolution in one sense is 
an important one. Inthe consideration of it naturally the whole scope 
and range of financial discussion would be in order, but at this late 
stage of the session and under the circumstances surrounding the meas- 
ure I think it will be apparent to every Senator that the discussion 
upon it should be confined to the real questions involved here. 

There are two distinct points involved in the joint resolution. The 
first relates to the currency; the next, to the management of the cur- 
rent business of the Government; and in the discussion I hope these 
two things will not be confounded. 

The joint resolution of the House of Representatives denominated 
the Morrison resolution is a resolution respecting, first, the reserve in 
the Treasury which is to be keld for the redemption of United States 
notes, and secondly, as to what shall be done with the surplus revenue 
in the Treasury after disposing of the current expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment. 

it has been a mooted question whether up to the time of this resolu- 
tion there has been any distinct setting apart of any specified sum for 
the purpose of maintaining the redemption of United States notes. 
For myself I do not believe there is any specific legislation now upon 
the statute-book requiring the absolute reserve of any particular sum of 
money, although I think it can be fairly stated that there is in the 
Treasury a reserve which, without further legislation, we are bound 
under existing statutes to use only for one purpose. 

The statute of 1875, which authorized the resumption of specie pay- 
ments on the Ist of January, 1879, gave a very power to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to make preparation for that purpose and to 
maintain that resumption when it once began. Under the law of 1875 
the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized in his discretion to gather 
into the Treasury by the 1st of January, 1879, such surplus revenues as 
he might deem necessary, and in addition to that he was authorized in 
his discretion to sell bonds of the United States to any extent that he 
deemed necessary for the purpose of making resumption effectual. Un- 
der that auvnority the presiding officer of this body, then Secretary of 
the Treasury, did dispose in the market of $95,500,000 of bonds for 
the purpose of beginning and maintaining the resumption of specie pay- 
ments. 

That authority to him was specific. He was authorized to sell bonds, 
not for the general purposes of the Government, but for this one 
pose and this one purpose only. So I take ita fair interpretation of the 
original law of 1875 would dedicate the proceeds of the sale of these 
bonds to this single purpose and to noother. So, re 
was not set apart by the Secretary of the Treasury f ‘or the purposes of 
resumption, I take it that that $95,500,000 which the Secretary of the 
Treasury purchased under this authority of law could not, without 
further authority of law, be diverted from that purpose. 

In 1882 there was further legislation on this subject in connection 
with the act to authorize the reorganization of national basiks whose 
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charters had expired or were about expiring. Under the twelfth sec- 


tion of that act gold certificates were authorized to be issued by the 
Secretary of the Treasury upon deposits of gold in sums of $20 or mul- 
tiples of $20; and asa proviso to that section this provision was in- 
serted: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the issue of su 
gold certificates whenever the amount of gold coin and gold bullion in the 
Treasury reserved for the redemption of United States notes falls below 
$100,000,000 

Although this was not a dedication or asetting apart of $100,000, 000 
for the redemption of United States notes, it was a recognition of the 
obligation of the resumption act of 1875 whereby if this contingency 
should arise that reserve for resumption should not fall below $100, 000,- 
000. 

So, then, there has been, as I maintain, by these two acts of Congress 
a devotion or dedication of $100,000,000 to be held in the Treasury for 
the purpose of maintaining at par in coin all the paper money issued 
by the Government of the United States. 

At this moment or at any time I shall not undertake to discuss the 
question whether $100,000,000 is enough for the purpose indicated in 
these two acts to -vhich I have called the attention of the Senate, or 
whether it is too much. That question at this stage of the proceeding 
under this resolution is not involved. I can only say that since the ist 
of January, 1879, up to this present moment only about $22,000,000 of 
United States notes have been presented under the redemption act for 
redemption. 

Mr. INGALLS. From what date? 

Mr. ALLISON. From the date of resumption, the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1879, up to the present moment. But I take it that that reserve 
fund of $100,000,000 is held there for the purpose of meeting any ex- 
traordinary emergency that might arise requiring the redemption of 
United States notes, not intended, certainly not required, for the ordi- 
nary purposes of the redemption of these notes from time to time, as 
experience hasshown. That is the situation of the law up to this mo- 
ment. 

Now what is the resolution of the House of Representatives? That 
resolution in specific, in absolute terms sets apart, dedicates, and de- 
votes $100,000,000 for this specific purpose of redeeming United States 
notes and for no other purpose whatever. If thiswesolution as it came 
to us from the House of Representatives should be passed without the 
dotting of an ‘‘i’’ or the crossing of a ‘‘t,’’ it would compel the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury from that moment to set aside and devote $100,- 
000,000 to that purpose; and if to-morrow the Secretary of the Treasury 
was compelled to send the Government of the United States to protest 
upon any of its current obligations outside of United States notes this 
House resolution would stand in his pathway if he undertook to dis- 
turb one single dollar of that $100,000,000 surplus dedicated and de- 
voted to the redemption of United States notes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Willit embarrass the Senatorif I ask him to read the 
resolution or that part of the resolution on which he bases that extraor- 
dinary statement? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill doso with great pleasure. That is the plain 
unequivocal designation and devotion of this resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Did you not say that was the law by the acts of 
1875 and 1882? 

Mr. ALLISON. I say not in the terms of this resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. But the Senator said it was the law all the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say it was the law. I said it was to }ec 
fairly inferred that Congress intended to devote $100,000,000 by the 
act of 1882 or $95,500,000 by the act of 1875 for the purpose of redeem- 
ing United States notes. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question, if h 
will allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Has he any idea that when Congress passed the act 
of 1875 they had in mind how much was to be forever dedicated to the 
purpose of the redem: of greenbacks ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir, I do not suppose they had. It was impos- 
sible for them to have. Of course it would require very much more to 
redeem all of them. ‘There wasa maximum limit. The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] asks me to read that portion of this resolution, 
and I will do so with pleasure, although I think there can not be a sin- 
gle eae as to its construction: 

That w surplus or balance in the Treasury, including amount he!:| 
for redemption « of United States notes, shall exceed the sum_of $100,000,000, it 
shall be, and is hereby made, the duty of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to app!y 
such excess, in sums not less than ten millions em month, during the existen 


of any such surplus or excess, to the the interest-bearing indebted- 
nan ad the Uniied Oistes peotibio ab ec antion of the Government. 


That is the first part of the resolution. Then, when the House of 
Representatives undertook to state and to limit and erib and confine 
the Secretary of the Treasury with reference to this first elause whit 
I have read, they say: 

The surplus or balance herein referred toshall be the available surplus, asce' 

Sta.¢s Treasu 


tained to the form of statement of the United rer, of the 
assets and of the Treasury of the United States employed on June ~. 
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If this House resolution had incorporated in the body of it in specific | apply the sums of money which we pledge by legislation to the pay ment 


words, in hee verba, the debt statement of June 30, 1880, they could 


not more definitely or more distinctly have given direction as to how | 


of pensions. So I might go on. 
Take for instance the Alabama claims award for an illustration. I 


this surplus should be devoted and handled with reference to this state- | am assuming now that we are down to the working balance proposed 


ment which is made an absolute part of the House resolution and every 
word of it. Under this statement the Treasurer of the United States 
has reserved for the redemption of United States notes by the acts of 
1875 and 1882 $100,000,000. , 

Then taking the words of the resolution, stating the surplus, and 
stating how that surplus is to be ascertained and devoted and what 
means are specifically set apart, they make distinct reference to this 
statement of the Treasurer of the 30th day of June, 1886. 

So, Mr. President, I repeat that this resolution as it comes to us pro- 
vides and sets apart what was of doubtful statement before, and so you 
make $100,000,000 which can be devoted to no other purpose than the 
redemption of United States notes; and a Secretary of the Treasury 
who would undertake to use any portion of the $100,000,000 after this 
House resolution shall have passed, if it passes without amendment, 
would violate a distinct and clear provision of law. 

This being the plain and manifest interpretation and intention of 
this House resolution, as we are bound to draw from its terms, what 
is the situation of the Treasury? It is that unless we mend this res- 
olution in some form this great Government of ours will be compelled 
to run upon its current receipts with reference to all its daily expendi- 
tures. That is the situation according to this resolution of the House 
of Representatives. 

So the Senate Committee on Finance, a majority of them, believed 
that it was not wise to undertake to run the Government upon its 
daily receipts without having one dollar of surplus beyond this $100, - 
000,000, dedicated and devoted as it is to a single and specific purpose. 
Therefore, having this $100,000,000 set apart and segregated from all 
the ordinary uses and purposes of the Treasury, we felt that before the 
Secretary of the Treasury should be required to make a call for bonds 
he should have in the a sufficient sum of money to justify 
him in making that call, and that he should not rely wholly upon any 
surplus beyond the current expenditures that might come in within 
the thirty days hext forthcoming. 

Therefore we provided by this amendment that the Secretary may 
make a call for bonds, whether it be a million, or two millions, or three 
millions, or four, or even ten millions, and no Secretary of the Treasury 
who would administer the Treasury wisely would call for $10,000,000 
of bonds at one time when he could call for two, or four, or five, or six 
millions. He would distribute and divide the calls so as not to disar- 
range in any way the current operations of the business of the country 
or the current operations of the Treasury. So when the Secretary of 
the Treasury had $1,000,000 above the amount necessary for the ordi- 
nary receipts and expenditures of the Government, under this proviso 
he is at liberty to make a call. 

That is the first proviso, to make perfectly clear and distinct what it 
is said by the promoters of this resolution is already its meaning. If 
so, that first proviso can do no harm. 

The second proviso is one which provides— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, may have in the Treas- 
woken and above the foregoing sums, a working balance not exceeding $20,- 


That is a discretionary provision inserted in order that the Secretary 
of the Treasury, if he think it necessary so to do, may hold over and 
above this $100,000,000 and the sum necessary for the call $20,000,000 
as a working balance in the Treasury. 

In the ordinary operations of our Government with the amount of 
revenues we now have, and if no extraordinary expenditures should in- 
tervene, $20,000,665 of working balance would not be required. In- 
deed, in my judgment, it is more than is necessary, although I think, 
if we are to-give any discretion to the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
now has all discretion, no great harm would result from extending it 
even a few million beyond what in our wisest judgment, not having 
all the facts at all times before us, might seem to be sufficient. 

Why should this be $20,000,000? Every one familiar with the oper- 
ations of our Government knows that at certain times extraordinary 
payments are to be made. I have seen, and you have seen large sums 
of money appropriated and devoted by single acts of Congress. Wesaw 
here some years ago an act passed by Congress known as the arrears-of- 
pensions act, which by its terms added from $25,000,000 to $30,000,000 
per annum to the expenditures of our Government. 

If thisresolution of the House of Representatives had been in existence 
at that time the Government of the United States would have been 
ob to go to protest. I believe just and fair principles require that 
we now provide additional legislation respecting pensions. The 
Senate of the United States at this session has a law which con- 
fessedly will add to the pension-list from twelve to fifteen million dol- 
lars perannum, which bill lies now in the committee-room of the House 
of Representatives and is likely to be brought forth before this session 
closes, as I hope it will be and become a law. If that shall be true, 
here is an annual expenditure not provided for, and yet 
if this resolution of the House of tatives were in full play at 
this moment it would have to be repealed or changed before we could 
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in this amendment. On the 2d day of June we passed a law respec*- 
ing the Alabama claims, socalled. That law prescribed certain meth- 
ods of computation in the Treasury and certain requirements on the 
part of the claimants, and when those requirements are fulfilled $6,000,- 
000 will go out of the Treasury in a single day to pay these Alabama 
claims. If this resolution of the House of Representatives was in full 
play, that could not be done until we had accamulated revenue suffi- 
cient to meet that obligation; in other words the Government of the 
United States would be compelled to go to protest and wait for the or- 
dinary processes of the collection of taxes from internal revenue and 
other sources in order to meet a claim against the Government of the 
United States. Butthe ordinary expenditures of our Government run- 
ning from time to time vary, as we know, very largely from month to 
month. Take for example the pension appropriation law. At this 
session of Congress, that appropriates $75,000,000 for the payment of 
pensions. We know that these pensions are to be paid quarterly. At 
the beginning of each quarter warrants are issued from the Treasury 
amounting in round numbers to$18,500,000. If this House resolution 
was in full play, that payment of $18,500,000 could not be made, be- 
cause there would not be money in the Treasury on which to draw the 
warrants. There is a single item of $18,500,000 under existing law if 
we pass no more statutes. 

It will not do for us to say when we are putting a law on the statute- 
book that current receipts will meet current expenditures. Current 
receipts and current expenditures vary from month to month and from 
time to time. I have before me a statement of the receipts from cus- 
toms month by month, beginning in July, 1885, and ending in June, 
1886. I find on a comparison of these monthly receipts from customs 
that there are variations amounting to $10,000,000 in a month. 

Now suppose it shall turn out that the month when these extraordi- 
nary payments are to be made happens to be a month when the receipts 
fall down $10,000,000? Then you have a dedication and devotion of 
eighteen and a half millions of payments on one side and a reduction 
of receipts from duties on imports of ten millions, making a variation 
in a single month of $28,500,000. So the Committee on Finance be- 
lieved that it was necessary in the prudent administration of the great 
affairs of a great Government like ours, having an annual expenditure 
in round numbers of $300,000,000, and an annual revenue of a consid- 
erably greater amount, to be reduced undoubtedly if this resolution 
stands to the amount of our current expenditures, it may be—we be- 
lieved it wise to have $20,000,000 as a pliable, flexible fund that could 
be drawn upon at times when the Treasury was depleted. That could 
fill up again and be used in the discretion of the Secretary of the ‘l'reas- 
ury for the purpose of placing the Treasury in such condition as, come 
what will, it can pay its current obligations. 

I have stated as briefly as possible the reason why the committee 
recommend this working balance of $20,000,000. Perhapsit should be 
more; perhaps it should be less; but on a fair adjustment and compar- 
ison of views those who favored these provisions and favored a working 
balance believed that $20,000,000 was a fair sum. 

Now I come to the last provision in the committee’s amendment: 

And in the case of any extraordinary emergency, and when, because thereof, 
in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, the public interests shall re- 
quire it, he may, by written order, suspend the further call for the payment of 


such indebtedness for such period of tyme as shall be necessary to maintain the 
public credit unimpaired. 


I have been told on this floor privately by Senators—it has not been 
publicly stated—that this last proviso leaves the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury with precisely the same discretion he now has. If that be true, or 
if there be the slightest occasion for the justification of that statement, 
I desire that provision so amended as to make it-absolutely clear that 
no such construction can be placed upon it by a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. What do we mean by an “ extraordinary emergency?’’ Do we 
mean the present condition, the present status? Some people think 
we are in an “‘extraordinary emergency’? now. Ido not so believe. 
This amendment implies that something must arise which does not now 
exist, and it is only to be used when such condition arises. I can im- 
agine two or three such cases. I can illustrate by one that was in my 
mind when I agreed for one to this provision, although I would much 
prefer that this discretion should be exercised by the President rather 
than by the Secretary of the Treasury. Let meillustrate an ‘‘ extraor- 
dinary emergency’’ which I think comes within the meaning of this 
provision. 

Suppose it shall turn out six months from now, instead of the green- 
back being what it now is, the most popular currency in our country, 
and the most sought after, that there is a run madeupon the Treasury 
for coin for the redemption of greenbacks, and the $100,000,000 which 
by this resolution is dedicated and devoted only to that purpose shall 
rundown to a million, then what is the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury? It is his duty under the laws as they stand to-day to go 
into the markets of the world and sell bonds if need be, and secure 
coin to continue the redemption of greenbacks in coin. 
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Mr. TELLER. Suppose he had ninety-six million silver dollars at 
that time in the Treasury; would he sell bonds? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not if he knew what he was about. He would re- 
deem these greenbacks in silver dollars or in gold dollars, whatever he 
had in the Treasury. This House resolution has dedicated $100,000,000 
in coin—I do not say what coin—for the redemption of United States 
notes. I say suppose that runs down to a million, then he is bound to 
sell bonds to maintain the credit of the Government so far as the re- 
demption of United States notes is concerned. If this proposed law 
stands as it came to us from the House, the Secretary of the Treasury 
would be engaged in the ridiculous and absurd performance of selling 
bonds on one side and giving notice to redeem them on the other. 

I have stated what I understand to be an extraordinary emergency as 
defined in this last proviso; and as we are putting here on our statute- 
book a law which is to remain a permanent law and which undoubtedly 
if it remains will find the conditions indicated here, not this year nor 
next year, as I shall presently show, but possibly five years or ten years 
or twenty years hence. 

So, in making these provisos we take into account the fact that this 
is a permanent statute and not a statute made to condemn the existing 
policy of the Secretary of the Treasury only, because that is what it 
clearly does. This House resoluticn, if passed as it came from the House, 
or if passed as proposed to be amended by the Senate Committee on 
Finance, is a condemnation of the present policy of this administration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire toinquire of the Senator from Iowa whether, 
if this resolution as proposed to be amended by the committee were to 
pass and become a law, if the Secretary of the Treasury were to deter- 
mine immediately after $10,000,000 of money had come into the Treas- 
ury over and above the $100,000,000 that an emergency existed such 
as would prevent him from paying out this surplus that is designed to 
be placed in the Treasury he would be violating this law in coming to 
that conclusion ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Beyond question; and a Secretary of the Treasury 
who would do that would deserve to be impeached by the House of 
Representatives, and if I would not be giving judgment in advance I 
should say he would at least be tried by this body. We are to pre- 
sume in dealing even with political opponents that they have some 
honor, that they have some integrity, that they do not regard the stat- 
utes of the United States as toys and playthings; and a Secretary of 
the Treasury who in the face of this statute would say next month or 
six months from now, unless some of the conditions of a disruption 
which I have already alluded to are in existence creating an extraor- 
dinary emergency, that he could use this power as a plaything to meet 
his own caprice would be unworthy of the position he holds or of any 
position of trust. 

Mr. CULLOM. The reason I made the inquiry of the Senator is be- 
cause I have been told myself by prominent gentlemen, members of 
Congress, that this amendment was simply to leave the question en- 
tirely in the hands of the administration and that the administration 
would determine that the emergency always existed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa in that 
connection, in view of his recognized authority upon the laws of finance, 
whether since this administration came in he knows of any defect in 
the financial horizon, of any occurrence or occurrences which have 
taken place which indicated that the country was on the verge of a 
panic or that the Treasury was confronted by an emergency? Does he 
know of any such? 

Mr. ALLISON. I know of no such. I not only do not know of 
any such, but I do not see it within my brief vision. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does not the Senator know that the present head of 
the Treasury believed thet such an emergency existed just about twelve 
months ago, to wit, on the 20th day of July, 1885, if he did not re- 
sort to some considerable genuflexion (if I may use that term in regard 
to the operations of an impersonal body like the Treasury Depart- 
ment) to avoid what he believed to be impending disaster of the great- 
est possible consequence to the people of the United States? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator may have some letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury—I think I know te what he alludes—when the 
of the Treasury deposited with New York bankers $10,000,000 of frac- 
tional silver coin which, in thestatement we are called upon by the House 
of Representatives to indorse, is not money at all. The present Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Treasurer of the United States, in the 
statement which the House of Representatives ask us to vote in this 
resolution, say twenty-nine and a half millions of it is not money at all, 
and yet they deposited $10,000,000 of that with the associated banks 
of New York, and placed in the Treasury $10,000,000 of gold instead. 
Why? Because they knew that under the law the men who held this 
$10,000,000 of fractional currency could at any hour of any day they 
saw proper cart it over to the subtreasury in New York and demand 
for it greenbacks, because that is the law. 

Mr.PLUMB. Then I ask the Senator from Iowa, if the present See- 
retary of the Treasury believed that there was an of that 
kind last year, is it not fair to presume that he thinks that 
has continued, or he would have paid out this money; and if he does 
> — ape mistaken he may be, I should like to know what 

oundation there would be for the extraordinary proposition impeach- 
ing him of which the Senator has spoken ? 
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Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kansas takes no account of the 
fact that the Secretary of the Treasury was new in July last in his 
place. 

Mr. PLUMB. He knows more now, the Senator thinks. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me proceed. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury at 
that time was not as familiar with the affairs of the Treasury and of 
our Government as he doubtless is now. They accumulated money in 
the Treasury, already plethoric, because when the Republican admin- 
istration went out of power, under the guidance of Mr. Hugh MeCul- 
loch, who was Secretary of the Treasury for three or four months pre- 
ceding the 4th of March, 1885, there was an accumulation in the Treasury, 
and the Democratic party hammered it home on the Republicans dur- 
ing the contest of 1884 that we were holding in the Treasury more 
money than was needed there for its ordinary operations, and that that 
money should be devoted to the payment of the public debt, and upon 
that pretense and pretext they carried enough votes certainly in the 
State of Indiana to make the change. 

In July, 1885, after they came in, under a new guidance and under 
a new direction, this Democratic administration changed the policy of 
the Republican party, which had a uniform and steady purpose, which 
was to pay the debt of the Government of the United States, reserving 
only a sufficient sum to meet the current obligations and demands, and 
to meet what this $100,000,000 of money was devoted to, the redemp- 
tion of the greenback currency. 

Many of us believed that the Secretary of the Treasury at that time 
held more than he ought to have held; but none of us had the respon- 
sibility that the Secretary had; and, therefore, while we were disposed 
now and then to quarrel with our own Secretary upon the pretenses 
and pretexts of the Democratic party of 1884, we supposed that this 
policy would be reversed when the Democratic party came into power 
in 1885; but, as I say, with a Treasury fuller in March, 1885, than it 
had been at any time since resumption because of the accumulations 
made by Secretary McCulloch in the last two or three months, thisad- 
ministration beginning on the 4th of March, 1885, accumulated sur- 
plus money from that hour until the 29th day of December last, when 
they made the first call of $10,000,000 for payment of the public debt. 

I think the country owes a debt of gratitude to that distinguished 
Democrat who sits on the other side for exposing the shams of the Treas- 
ury policy between the 4th day of March, 1885, and the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1886; and when he in his speech, able as it was, showing how 
this Democratic party, with all its pretensions and promises, had accu- 
mulated money in the Treasury for nine long months without paying 
out a single dollar, then it was that the Treasury Department reversed 
its policy of July, 1885, to which the Senator from Kansas has alluded, 
and has paid out from time totime, as calls have been made, until within 
the last six months they have called $54,000,000 of bonds. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. ALLISON. SolI say to my friend from Kansas that I believe 
light has been thrown in upon this darkened Treasury Department of 
the year 1885. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa in that connec- 
tion if he does not know personally and Senatorially that the present 
head of the Treasury, its vital power, believes to-day that all the money 
in the Treasury ought to be retained there for the purpose of meeting 
just such emergencies as are spoken of in the concluding portion of this 
resolution ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, I do not hesitate to say that 
if by construction or otherwise that last provision can be tortured into a 
suggestion that the status quo is to remain, I should vote against it a 
thousand times if I had the votes; but I understand that we are legis- 
lating now with reference to the existing status of things. Weare only 
putting this proviso here for an extraordinary emergency, which has not 
existed, which does not exist, aud which we hope never will exist; but 
if it should come and in the mean time Congress not be in session, that 
we may do the small thing of suspending for the time these calls for 
bonds, if need be, it is necessary to do so in order to maintain the credit 
of the Government unimpaired, and I should be willing to trust any 

of the Treasury upon that statement of facts. But if this is 
a mere juggle, if we have instead of a Secretary of the Treasury having 
responsibility and trust and power and having a station so high that 
he will not violate that trust, then there is, in my judgment, no barm 
in this last provision. ° 

Mr. McPHERSON.~ Will the Senator from Iowa now be so kind, 
that he has got through with the Senator from Kansas, as to answer 
me specifically what he means by the ‘‘shams’’ in the Treasury De- 
partment which were exposed by a distinguished Senator on this side 
of the Chamber? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what language I used. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator made a very grave charge against 
the Treasury ent. I should like to have it specifically state. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for giving me that opportunity, 
because I may have done them injustice. My statement was that this 
administration came into power by criticising adversely the financial 
policy of its predecessors, saying that we held more money in the Treas- 
ury than was necessary to carry on its ordinary ions and to main- 
tain the paper money of the country at par with coin, and, thus coming 
into power, from the 4th day of March until the 29th day of December, 
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1885, they reversed the policy of the Republican party, which was to 
apply the surplus tothe public debt, and hoarded the money until they 
had more than $50,000,000 in the Treasury over and above what they 
found there, which was a plethoric Treasury on the 4th of March, 1885, 
because Mr. McCulloch being rather an intermediary Secretary, and 
only in for a few months, did not desire to establish a policy with refer- 
ence to the payment of the public debt. 

So when the Democratic came into power they came there with 
a Treasury fuller than it had been for three or four years, if I am not 
mistaken in my recollection, and instead of carrying out the promises 
and pledges they had made to the people, and which they put in their 

jatforms, they straightway reversed the policy of the Republican party 
o hording money for nine months until the speech of the Senator from 
Kentacky [Mr. Beck] brought them forth and they made the first call 
for $10,000,000 of bonds. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, if I understand the Senator from Iowa 
correctly, the sham consists in the campaign stories that were told that 
brought the Democratic party into power; but the Democratic admin- 
istration came into power pledged in its platform to carry out the pol- 
icy of honest money and honest payment of obligations. But when 
your party went out of office it left the Treasury depleted of gold; and 
it has been the desire and the earnest effort of the Treasury Depart- 
ment since that time to lay up a gold surplus in order that it might 
redeem the silver dollar and the silver certificates presented for redemp- 
tion te the Treasury. Thatisthe policy of the Democratic party; and 
if you call that a sham policy it is the same policy pursued by your 


y- 
a had left the Treasury full of gold, as you ought to have done 
at the end of your administration, there would have been no difficulty 
with a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury in pursuing the like pol- 
icy and paying the Government obligations faster than he has done. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, whatever the policy was or is, 
here is a resolution that comes from the House of Representatives ut- 
terly and absolutely condemning it, and while we have modified and 
in some respects sugar-coated this condemnation, we propose by the 
amendments which we have here to condemn that policy, and it will 
stand condemned when this resolution passes either with or without 
these amendments before the country. Of course I do not care to go 
into a debate on political questions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishould like to have the Senator from Iowa or 
any other Senator point me to one single word in the Democratic plat- 
form adopted in 1884 which encourages or in the least form counte- 
nances any sach resolution, with the necessary results which follow in 
its wake, as has come to us from the House of Representatives. I will 
show you from the reading of that platform that it goes exactly in the 
opposite direction. The Democratic in that convention declared 
in favor of an economical administration of this Government and the 
honest payment of the public debt in honest money. 

Mr, ALLISON. I hope we shall have no political debate. 
wish to be drawn into it if I can avoid it. 

Mr. President, I have explained (and that was all I intended to do) 
what I conceive to be the provisions recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Finance to the Senate. These provisions we think are neces- 
essary provisions in order to maintain the public credit in view of the 
facts w I have stated respecting the House resolution unamended. 
We believe that it is necessary that the Secretary of the Treasury should 
have a working balance to enable him to meet extraordinary demands 
and extraordinary contingencies, and this resolution having by its terms 
especi and specifically set apart this one hundred millions so that 
it will not be touched for any purpose except the one I have named, it 
seems to me that the House of Representatives would at once, their at- 
tention being called to it, agree to the several provisions which I have 
named, unless it be the last amendment. 

Now, what is to be the effect of this resolution if amended or without 
amendment? It will not come into play under the amendments of the 
Committee on Finance until April next. [n the ordinary course of af- 
fairs, unless we meet with some great reverse, this resolution as amended 
by the committee will not come into play before Aprilor May. What 
will be the condition then? This Forty-ninth Congress will have been 
dispersed and a new House of Representatives elected, with eight or 
nine months intervening before their assembling. I ask Senators 
whether it is wise, with our shifting and changing revenues—I know 

r now, but taking into account the possible legislation of next 
winter—whether it is wise to leave the Treasury Department of our 
Government without one single dollar to play as a balance to meet cur- 
rent as will be the case if this resolution should be passed 
as it came to us from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask the Senator from Iowa a question 
en for information? I should like to have his construction of the 

because it may be of vital importance hereafter, the Senator 


I do not 


from Iowa having of the resolution as the organ of the commit- 
tee. a member of the committee myself, there are certain 
features resolution which had not suggested themselves to me 


of 
ee until the Senator took the floor to debate the resolution. I 
like now to ask whether, in his opinion, the resolution as it now 


stands would include, as the payments under the resolution are to be | Representatives was not able or willing to pass a proper measure and 
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made monthly, the amount already provided by law to go into the 
sinking fund? In other words, there is a law to-day which requires 
that the sinkingfund shall be 1 per cent. of the amount of the national 
debt. This resolution proposes to pay out, if it be in the Treasury, 
$10,000,000 monthly, but let the Senater observe that there is a limit 
in both directions, the limit of $100,000,000 which shall not be im- 
paired, as he says, without further legislation, and the limit of $20,- 
000,000 additional which shall be the extreme working balance of the 
Treasury. I take it then, whatever may have been the form of book- 
keeping in the past, the United States Treasurer under the law will be 
required to deduct first the amount due thesinking fund. Now, sup- 
pose there are $15,000,000 at the endof a given month in the Treasury, 
we will suppose that $4,000,000 of that belong to the sinking fund, 
will the Senator tell me, under his construction of the resolution, how 
much money that month will be applicable under the provisions of this 
resolution ? 

Mr. ALLISON. This resolution does not deal with the sinking 
fund; it leaves it out of the account entirely. The debt statement is 
a part of the resolution; but as we are paying $10,000,000 a month of 
the debt, it is presumed that the framers of this resolution intended 
that pro tanto the sinking fund should be provided for, and by this pro- 
vision it is not only provided for but far beyond, so that there is no 
question of difficulty respecting the sinking fund in my judgment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘Then, if I understand the Senator aright, the 
$4,000,000 would be put into the sinking fund, and then if $6,000,000 
were paid out of the surplus in the Treasury it would answer all the 
requirements of the law under the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. No doubt of it. The sinking fund is not applied 
each month. It is applied during fiscal years. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want to say that Iam not satisfied that the 
resolution makes such provision in express terms. However, I wanted 
to get the opinion of the Senator who has charge of the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish tosay a few words in answer to the Senator 
from Kansas. I am not here as the defender or the exponent of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, but justice to that officer demands that some 
answer should be made to the rather extraordinary statement of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

He believes and states that in the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury such an extraordinary financial emergency arose last July and 
still continues as would authorize and require him, under the last pro- 
viso of the amendment, to practically nullify the provisions for the pay- 
ment of the debt. 

Now, what are the facts? On the 29th of December last, when the 
Treasury was practically in the same condition that it is to-day, when 
the available surplus was within two or three million dollars, as I re- 
member it, of the very amount that it is this day, the Secretary of the 
Treasury commenced calling bondsand has continued to call the species 
of bonds in the manner provided for in this resolution to the extent 
of $10,000,000 a month. In other words, he has practically complied 
with the provisions of the resolution, which shows conclusively to my 
mind that in his opinion no extraordinary emergency has existed within 
this time which required him to suspend the payment of the debt to 
the extent at least which is provided for in this pending resolution 
either as it came from the other House or as it is proposed to be amended 
in the Senate. I know of no reason why the Secretary of the Treasury 
should not proceed to call bonds to the amount of $10,000,000 a month 
as he has done for the last seven months, unless some extraordinary 
emergency should arise. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only want to say that the Senator will bear in mind 
that the sinking fund was got hold of at the time they commenced 
under the requirement that so much each year should be applied to that 
fund. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that interruptions in a debate like this, without 
the consent of the person speaking and without first addressing the 
Chair, are in violation of the rules and greatly promotive of disorder. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say in the first place that Senators on either 
side of this question may as well dismiss all apprehension relative to 
the motives and purposes of the House of Representatives in the pas- 
sage of this resolution; they may as well assume that the House of Rep- 
resentatives, constituted as that body is, in accord with the executive 
branch of this Government, did not undertake by their action either to 
censure, condemn, or embarrass the action of the executive branch of 

the Government. It is fairto say, looking at the resolution itself, look- 
ing at the objects and purposes of it, carefully considered and fully de- 
bated as it was in the House, that the Representatives of the people be- 
lieved that it would promote the public welfare and would not in any 
form embarrass the Treasury Department. On the contrary, the House 
proposed to assume the responsibility of ordering payments to be made, 
so that the Secretary of the Treasury might be relieved from embarrass- 
ment, when urged by interested parties not to do anything, by pointing 
to the law which Congress required him to obey. 

There can be no other purpose that I can imagine in amending it 
here, because the principle of the resolution isadmitted by the amend- 
ments, except to assert before the country that a Democratic House of 
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that a Republican Senate had to amend it and improve it and de- 
prive it of its vicious provisions. Not believing that there is any vice 
in it, but on the contrary believing that in view of our failure to re- 
duce taxation, and in the present condition of the Treasury, and the 
revenues now being daily collected under the existing law, it is fair and 
just to the administration and can not by possibility bring about any 
of the embarassments suggested by the Senater from Iowa as even 
among the possibilities, I shall vote for the resolution just as it came 
from the House of Representatives. 

The first thing to get at always in discussing any question is the ex- 
act facts. The first thing to settle is, What does this resolution pro- 
pose? It proposes to deal only with the existing 3 per cent. bonds now 
payable. Let me read: 

That whenever the surplus or balance in the Treasury, including amount held 
for redemption of United States notes, shall exceed the sum of $100,000,000, it 


shall be, and is hereby made, the duty of the Secretary of the Treasary to ap- 
ply such excess, in sums not less than ten millions per month, during the exist- 


ence of any such surplus or excess— 

To what? 
to the payment of the interest-bearing indebtedness of the United States pay- 
able at the option of the Government. 

When the interest-bearing indebtedness of the United States now 
payable at the option of the Government is paid off the mandate of 
the resolution terminates. The next question is, What is the amount 
of the present interest-bearing indebtedness of the United States pay- 
able at the option of the Government te which this resolution can 
apply? The Treasurer of the United States tells us that on the 12th 
day of this month, July, 1886, it amounted to $136,000,000. No other 
interest-bearing indebtedness of the United States can be paid at the 
pleasure or option of the Government until September, 1891—more 
than five years from this time. Therefore the resolution of the House 
is limited by its language, by its terms, by its conditions, to the pay- 
ment of the 3 per cent. bonds now payable at the option of the Gov- 
ernment. The next thing to consider is, What is the condition of 
the Treasury and on what resources canit rely? We must assume that 
the House of Representatives understood all these questions, looked 
carefully at them all, and acted in view of all the facts, connected not 
only with the few bonds, because $136,000,000 is a small amount 
compared with the whole number outstanding ‘that will mature in 1907 
and 1891—they looked, of course, carefully not only at the condition 
of the Treasury and the amount of surplus revenue that was coming 
in month by month, but they looked also at the legislation of Con- 
gress, its appropriations and its failures to reduce taxation, so that they 
knew absolutely what means the Treasury had to meet these and all 
other obligations with ; the closing days of the session had been reached, 
so that no change could be made in the revenue; they considered what 
laws had been passed and how they would stand. Therefore they acted 
advisedly, having only $136,000,000 that we can pay before 1891, and 
that this resolution applies to. What does the Secretary of the Treasury 
show on the same 12th day of this month as to our resources? 

Taking out the amount of gold certificates from the gold and bullion 
he had $180,000,000 in the Treasury on the 12th day of this month, 
$80,000,000 more than the $100,000,000 required. Butassume that he 
had not that much. The House of Representatives acted in view of 
the fact also that the $29,000,000 of subsidiary coin which they if you 
please properly excluded from the calculation is, for all practical pur- 
poses as much money, which can be utilized by the Secretary of the 
Treasury,as any other money. The $29,000,000 of fractional coin will 
be gladly received by the laboring people for all the labor they perform 
on public works, on rivers and harbors, public buildings, Indian con- 
tracts—any where, by anybody other than a bondholder—and the mo- 
ment they are paid out they can be taken to any subtreasury and green- 
backs can be demanded for them all. They are excluded from this 
resolution and left as a working balance in the Treasury, in addition to 
the $100,000,000 in gold standing upon the $180,000,000 of gold, or 
$160,000,000 if you like, for either is more than enough. I turn tothe 
Bureau of Statistics for the last six years, and have before me a state- 
ment which the House of course knewall about and considered. This 
is part of the resources they had a right to rely upon. 

On the Ist day of July, 1880, the total debt was $1,942,172,295; on 
the Ist of July, 1881, it was $1,840,598, 811, a reduction of $101,573,484. 
For the year 1882 there was a reduction of $151,684,351; for the year 
1883 there was a reduction of $137,823,253. In that year we took off 
half the tax on tobacco and cigars and by our tariff reduced duties on 
some other things somewhat; still the surplus in 1884 was $101,040,972, 
and on the ist day of July, 1885, $63,494,708, and on the Ist day of July, 
1886, $96,000,000. The total surplus of revenue received from taxation, 
beyond all the requirements of the Government for its ordinary expendi- 
tures during these six years was $651,616,768, making an annual average 
surplus of $108,602,794 per annum, or over $9,000,000 per month aver- 


age. 

The House of Representatives knew all that. It is no chance or ac- 
cidental sum; it is the average per month for the last six ; over 
$9,000,000 month surplus coming in isa better, surer basis 
than any bank in the country has. They knew that that ratio would 

Congress. 


not be reduced during this session of They knew that the 
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appropriations have not been increased to any appreciable extent, even 
with the additional naval appropriations thrown in. They knew that 
that surplus was coming in with the regularity of death every month 
far in excess of all requirements; and they only propose that $10). 
000,000 a month shall be paid ont of all the vast sums now in the 
Treasury, supplemented by the $9,000,000 a month coming in every 
month to add to that. So in fact they are only taking $1,000,000 a 
month from the funds now in the Treasury to add to the $9,000,000 s 
plus coming in, and that only to last till the $136,000,000 is paid. 
thirteen and a half months the present surplus in the Treasury wi! 
not be reduced $20,000,000 after all the 3 per cent. bonds are paid 
off. Our statistics show that all existing conditions are favorable 
home and abroad for an increase on duties from imports of about 20 per 
cent. during this year and of 10 per cent. on all internal-revenue taxes 
Our increase of tariff duties is owing to the rise in prices here and t) 
depression in England, Belgium, and Germany. 

It is stated that $20,000,000 revenue will be received this year alone 
on imported rails and other things for railroads that are being built. 
In view of these and other facts how can any gentleman assume that 
the House of Representatives acted imprudently when it directed 1! 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay $10,000,600 a month, with such a: 
immense amount of surplus gold and silver now, and with $9,000, 01) 
excess a month coming in? In requiring $10,000,000 a month, to 
paid off month by month, how are they seeking to embarrass the 
retary or the administration in the control and management of thie 
Treasury Department? Remember, all Iam speaking of is over au 
above the $100,000,000 so-called reserve. I donot care to meddle with 
that. Taxation is not being reduced. Therefore the revenue is no! 
diminished, but, on the contrary, it is increasing and swelling as pros- 
perity returns. Yet it is intimated that this Honse resolution wil! 
embarrass the administration ! 

Senators, it will not, it can not do it; ithas no such purpose ani 
can not be tortured in face of the facts to have any such meaning. 

I may be allowed to guess I could guess that it has a very proper 
meaning. Last year the Secretary of the Treasury was induced to lock 
up money in the Treasury, as we all agree now, greatly beyond what 
the interest of the people required, and very much beyond what was 
needed for the wants or security of the Government, because of com))i- 
nations of men of wealth and power in New York and elsewhere, manj 
of whom held bonds as security for national-bank circulation. Tl. 

did not want to have the bonds paid and the circulation based upon 
them withdrawn, and they determined that they would ruin the coun- 
try rather than receive any part of their principal or interest in silver 
coin. They made earnest and successful efforts through their com! 

nations to alarm our Treasury officials. They endeavored to make thei 
believe that they would bring on a panic in regard to the finances of the 
country unless all the surplus money was held in the Treasury; and 
their demand for gold, and gold alone, was acceded to. I believe tlicy 
alarmed the Secretary of the Treasury. I believe that much of thc 
useless locking up of our money was because of that apprehension, :1(1 
I do not speak of these things without authority. I have before me a 


in the Senate last winter, by Hon. Horace White, of New York, a very 
well-informed man. In that review he said, among other things: 

A sort of panic ensued in the money market, and it came to my know): 
that Governor Tilden was one of a cons’ le number of persons who, wi! 
out any concert of action, had bought large amounts of sterling exchanze 
order to protect themselves against loss in case silver should become our m0 
etary standard. exchange means goldin London. Why wasGover: © 
Tilden buying sterling exchange? Because, ing to have on hand a cer- 
tain number of dollars worth 100 cents each in gold and apprehending that '! 
left in bank they would tly be worth only 90 or 80 or perhaps 75 cen's 
each, he took the precaution to insure that they should continue to be wort!) | ’ 
eents. He had only to write a few lines to his banker to insure thisresult. |) - 
was a typicalcase of the domineering “‘ organizations of wealth’ that Mr. I}: 
has conjured up. 

And so on. 


A very able man—perhaps as able as Mr. White, and as well in- 
formed—Mr. ABRAM Hewmt, of New York, make a speech very late|’. 
in which he said: 

I have reason to know when the present administration came into power ||: 
first and chiefest concern was to avoid the danger which had been predicte: | 
the Republican Secretary in his official statement and in his private comm. 
cations. The amount of gold in the Treasury on the 4th of March, 1885, was 
$126,000,000. This was a much smaller sum than had usually been held in t!ic 
Treasury in gold since the resumption of specie payment. It was steadily ri 

The confidence he hoarding of gold had begun 
the mass of the people, not in stockings, not in secret hiding places, 
of finance, the men whose business it is to handle millions 
; they began to prepare forthe hour of dang:: 
they thought was impending. a 

greatest institutions 3 the city of io peeet shall not 

wn upon them ecoudemnat. 

Dewan netiieeew three institutions in‘! 
accumulated more than $25,000,000 of gold a> 

the collapse they thought was coming. 


These men were conspiring to break us down. It was a weil-or2:0- 
ized effort, no doubt. They sent their emissaries from one end 0! ‘!'° 
land to the other, they held their conventions all over the country, se <- 
ing to alarm the laboring masses, and to make good their threats i! w¢ 
dared to say that silverand gold should stand upon an equality before 
the law that they should be required to take either at the option of 
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the Government, like other people. It was these combinations, whose 

wer our executive officers knew, which actuated the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to make, at their suggestion or demand, the miserable, abor- 
tive, absurd effort last summer to save the country from rain by the 
exchange for gold of $10,000,000 of fractional currency. That abortion 
I need not do more than allude to, because it was too contemptible to 
deceive anybody and fell flat before it was consummated. 

Now what does the House of Representatives say? They say, Mr. 
Fairchild is only acting Secretary; you are a new man; this Congress 
is about to adjourn. You have about $180,000,000 of gold; you have 
$224,000,000, counting silver and fractional coin; you have $60,000,- 

,000,000 more than you need. We will continue to furnish 
you additional surplus revenue at the rate of $9,000,000 or $10,000,000 
a month, month by month, from our custom-houses and from our in- 
ternal-revenue offices. We insist that it is the interest of the people 
not to have money locked up in the Treasury; in our opinion no ca- 
lamity can be greater than that, because it is the worst sort of contrac- 
tion. We know the pressure put on Secretary Manning last year. 
Notwithstanding the pressure the combinations of national bankers 
may seek to put upon you when our backs are turned, notwithstand- 
ing they may insist that ‘‘ you are only acting and your chief is notin 
his place, and that they do not want to give up the bonds which are 
the basis of circulation; and that they do not want to give up that cir- 
culation and deposit greenbacks in lieu of it and surrender bonds when 
the premium on the others is so high that they can not buy them, 
we will relieve you from all responsibility orannoyance from any quar- 
ter.’? The Houseof Representatives undertakes to determine what the 
policy as to future payments shall be. Itsays: ‘‘ We furnish the money; 
we, the representatives of the people, have placed in your hands, Mr. 
Secretary, this great surplus; we are sending it in month by month at 
a rate almost equal to the amount that we are directing you to pay out. 
If any mistake or unforeseen accident occurs we meet again in December; 
whatever happens in the mean time to change present conditions we 
will correct.’? In short, the Housesays: ‘‘The powerof taxation is in 
our hands; we order you, Mr. Secretary, not to heed, not to be intim- 
idated by any action of any combinations of men, who care nothing for 
any interest but their own; pay $10,000,000 a month, reduce the inter- 
est of the tax-payer, keep our money in circulation, and we will take 
all the responsibility.’’ 

The House resolution furnishes the Secretary an answer to every 
man who seeks to control him because of the assumption that a bad 
condition of things is coming and that he ought therefore to suspend pay- 
ment of bonds. All he has to answer is, ‘‘ I obey the law. Iobey the 
orders of Congress; I obey the representatives of the people; therefore 
there is no use inappealing tome.’’ Itis arelief from embarrassment 
rather than an embarrassment to our Secretary to tell him that he shall 
pay out only a moderate sum, a sum far less than Congress might have 
required him to pay, and have done it with safety, if we had so desired, 
$10,000,000 a month, limited only to the 3 per cent. bonds which can 
now be paid, with a gap of five years or four years before any more can 
be called in at our option. When Congress says, ‘‘ Mr. Secretary, you 
shall do this,’’ we do not reflect upon his integrity, his capacity or fidel- 
ity, but we simply announce our policy and say to all the world that 
we take the responsibility. The Secretary shall not be blamed for any 
mistake in regard to it, and no set of men need try to persuade him 
to deviate from it; the representatives of the States and people have 
settled that to suit themselves, right or wrong. 

It must never be forgotten that the Secretary of the Treasury is only 
the fiscal agent of Congress, vested with such discretion as we see fit 
to give him. When this resolution was first presented by the Senator 
from Iowa, and it was so published in all the papers, the proposition 
was to vest in the President of the United States the responsibility of 
stopping these payments if in his opinion any exigency arose. The 
committee was too wise to do that. We did not propose to hold the 
President of the United States responsible for the distribution of the 
revenues Congress had provided. We did not intend to embarrass the 
Chief Magistrate by requiring him to attend to the distribution of the 
proceeds of the taxes imposed by Congress. 

The President has quite enough to attend to without that sort of work 
being imposed upon him. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury is the fiscai 
agent of Congress. He occupies a different relation to Congress and to 

the President from any other of the Secretaries. Turn to the old laws 
organizing the Department and see an act to establish an Executive 

to be denominated the Department of War, approved Au- 

gust 7, 1789, which provides— 
there an Executive ent, to be denomin D - 
Sen ae om that there shall bee principal —— therein, to be called the 
ent o ar, w! orm. - 
tc as ial hem tise tomes be enfolae on a titasted to hee byte Pres 


dent of the United e to the Constitution, relative to militar 
commissions or to the or warlike stores of the United 


States, or tosnch other matters ing mil ornaval affairs as the Presi- 
dent the United States shall assign to the said’ Department or relative to the 
of lands to persons entitled thereto for m services rendered to 
or relative to Indian affairs; and, fu rmore, that the said 


conduct the business of the said Department in such man- 
the President of the United States shall from time to time order or in- 


ty 
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Turn tothe Navy. In regard to the Navy Department there is tl 
same provision. ‘The act of April 30, 1798, provides- 

That there shall be an I itive Department under the denomination of the 
Department of the Navy, the chief officer of whi be called the Seeretary 
of the Navy, whose duty it shall be to execute s s he shall receive 


from the President of the ' 





Lited States, rel nt of naval 
stores and materials and the constriu 1, armament, « ment,and employ- 
ment of vessels of war.as well as all other matters ) i h the naval 
establishment of the United State 

Turn tothe Attorney-General’s Department. The act of September 
24, 1789, says: 
And there shall also bea da meet person, learned th wt 3 


h pe 
Attorney-General forthe United States, whos! 
ful execution of his office, whose duty i 
suits in the Supreme Court in which the | 
to give his advice and opinion upon que 


all be sworn or atlirmed 






ye to prosecute and conduct 









President of the United States,or when requested by t of 
Departments, touching a natters that may concern their Depart nts, ! 
shall receive such compensation for his services as shall by law be pro’ 


Turn to the act creating the office of Secretary of the Treasury 
and see how that reads. A Secretary of the Treasury shall be ap- 
pointed, whose duty it shall be (without reading all) to attend to the 
collection, &c., of the revenues, ‘‘to execute such services relative to 
the sale of the lands belonging to the United States as may be by law 
required of him, to make report and give information to either branch 
of the Legislature, in person or in writing (as he may be required) re- 
specting all matters referred to him by the Senate or the House of 
Representatives, or which shall appertain to his office, and generally 
to perform all such services relative to the finances as he shall be di- 
rected to perform.”’ 

He reports directly to Congress. We havea right to bring him on 
this floor to question him day after day. He shall report verbally or 
in writing as either House may direct. Heis our officer, and not the 
President’s adviser merely in the sense that the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Navy, and the Attorney-General are executive officers 
subject alone to the will and order of the President. “We with the 
Secretary of the Treasury manage the purse; the President and the 
other Secretaries control the sword. Therefore it is that we deal with 
the Secretary of the Treasury and order him what he shall do, and he 
deals with us and tells us what he thinks is best for us to do, and we 
take his advice or not as we like. We impose the taxes, place the pro- 
ceeds in his hands, tell him what to do with them, and that is all that 
this resolution of the House does. It says, ‘‘ Mr. Secretary, we have 
placed this much money in your hands. We know it is much more 
than you need. We know we have done wrong in not reducing taxa- 
tion. We will do the next best thing; wewill pay our debts promptly. 
We know that money taken from the people ought to be restored to 
them as soon as possible, because we believe that no greater evil can 
befall the country than to have its cireulation locked up in the Treas- 
ury. Therefore, so believing, we order you as our agent to pay it ont. 
You must not hold or lock it upat the request orthe sclicitation or the 
threats of any body of men. We will relieve you of all responsibility 
on that account. We have furnished you enough at least to pay off 
the $136,000,000 of 3 percent. bonds.’? That once done, thisresolution 


operates no further. We will wait and see what is needed next. [| in- 
sist that the House resolution is in the interest of the Secretary. It is 


better for him, better for everybody, than the present condition of 
things. 

I am not going to say anything now about or against the $100,000, - 
000 reserve; that will not be-endangered by the House resolution. I 
never have believed there was any necessity for $50,000,000 of reserve; 
I do not believe it now. It becomes more and more absurd every day 
to hear about $100,000,000 guarding greenbacks. I do not believe the 
credit of this Government would be impaired one penny if we were to- 
day to take $50,000,009 or all of that reserve and pay off the 3 per cent. 
bonds with it. 

Whatever may have been thought to be prudent in 1879 when the re- 
sumption act was an experiment, eight years of experience have shown 
that the greenback needs no protection. When we paid off $50,000,000 
of 3 per cent. bonds between the Ist day of January and the Ist day of 
July last, nearly $40,000,000 of them were paid in greenbacks at the 
request of the men who held the bonds. When the character of money 
in which our customs dues were paid at the great port of New York 
during the month of June was looked into it was found that nearly 82 
per cent. of all the taxes were paid in greenbacks, although the law re- 
quires coin, and coin alone, for custews dues. The greenbacks in the 
Treasury held for the redemption of aational bank-notes have been in- 
creased in the last five months from $30,000,000 to $60,060,000. Every- 
body wants greenbacks; nobody wants to have them redeemed, so that 
there is no sense in holding or hoarding gold for their redemption, far 
less $100,000,000 that costs us $5,000,000 of interest annually, as we 
paid 5 per cent. for $6,000,000 of it, and 4} per cent. for the balance. 
But I am not going to argue that question now. Itwill beswept away 
some day along with the other rubbish. 

The 3 per cent. bonds provided for in the resolution will all be paid 
off long before it is possible for the surplus funds, backed by the 
monthly surplus, to come anywhere near low enough to interfere with 
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this $100,000,000 so-called reserve. Mr. President, this question has banking system by forcing us to pay off all the bonds held for circula- 


been argued all the time as though the Treasury was a great bank and 
the people of the United States great private banking corporation, 
and as though everybody conne<ted with the Treasury or managing 
its operations had to keep as iauch reserve in the Treasury of the peo- 
ple as a private banker would have to keep in order to save himscif 
from unforeseen reverses. There is no analogy betweenthem. What- 
ever there may be in the theory the common sense of the proposition 
is all against the comparison and the assumption. The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] and myself may be carrying on a bank in 
Baltimore. We may have the best men in Baltimore as our depositors; 
we bank on our deposits, of course; that is all we want them for. But 
these depositors, when they see that the Senator from Maryland and 
myself are making money as bankers, and are making it out of their 
deposits, may say, ‘‘It is too good a thing to let Beck and GoRMAN 
have this; we will set up abank of our own.’’ When they do they of 
course take away the money they deposited with us, and they take 
away the business of their friends, who are also our depositors. The 
two banks divide the profits. We must have a reserve to meet unex- 
pected calls like that upon us. If our depositors who are left think 
that in Chicago, Saint Paul, Minn., or somewhere else money can be 
loaned at 10 or 15 per cent. instead of 3 per cent., which is all they 
make by depositing in our bank, they draw their money out. We must 
have areserve to meet all these contingencies, or fail. 

The United States have no such contingencies to guard against. The 
United States have no competitor in their financial affairs. The money 
derived from our custom-houses and our internal-revenue offices and 
from our miscellaneous sources comes, as I said, with the certainty of 
death, and the more prosperous the country is the larger the receipts 
are. Nobody can divide with us or take from us any of our depositors. 

Mr. President, no condition of things can break the United States. 
When the reserve of a private man is gone he fails. When the reserve 
of the United States is gone the Congress of the United States imposes 
a ‘‘5 per cent. tax on all incomes over $5,000,’ and $30,000,000 flows 
into the Treasury; or ‘‘5 cents a pound on tea; 10 cents a pound on 
coffee; double up the tax on whisky and tobacco,”’ and untold millons 
rollin. The world knows that; the plain people of the country un- 
derstands it; and to argue here that we are no better off than a private 
man who must keep a reserve because he has no other means of pay- 
ment except his own property is tomy mind preposterous. No man’s 
credit can be compared with that of the United States, whose power of 
taxation extends over a continent and over all the wealth of 60,000,000 
people. Everything every bank has can be called on and be required to 
come to tlie rescue of the credit of the United States at any moment 
when any deficiency is likely tooccur. It is therefore an absurd propo- 
sition from a business standpoint to assume that we occupy the rela- 
tion of private bankers, although tiiat assumption has alarmed many 
people and made them believe that we were in danger of being broken 
down financially unless we keep this reserve intact. Even when at the 
end of each quarter when pensions and wages are pai’. it is thought to 
be horrible to reduce that $100,000,000 reserve for a day, although it 
may be known that it will accumulate and be in large excess for three 
months thereafter, or until the next general quarterly pay-day comes. 

Suppose Congress had passed my friend BLAIR’s educational bill, 
doubled up if you like, and had taken one hundred or two hundred 
million out of the Treasury as we might have done, or suppose we had 

ioned everybody and given arrears of pensions to everybody, would 
it have laid in the mouth of the Secretary of the Treasury to have en- 
tered a protest against our action because we were taking more money 
from his vaults than he thought he could afford to let go? We would 
have said to him, ‘‘It is your business to obey the law; pay out these 
pensions; pay out the money devoted by us to this educational fund; 
pay out these arrears of pensions. It is our business to impose taxes 
upon the people to meet them. You have nothing to do with our leg- 
islation or demands on the Treasury. Thatisour business. You must 
see that- our orders are faithfully obeyed. We are not asking you to 
exercise any discretion; we do not think it well for you or us that you 
should. You may advise us from time to time as to the state of the 
Treasury, and if you do not want to do it we can send for you to come 
here and on this floor we can question you as to anything we want to 
know; but as to the payment of money of which you are our custodian, 
that is our business, not yours, and we mean no reflection on you when 
we tell you so. 

Therefore I repeat, whatever alarm may at any time have existed 
when the reserve seemed to be in danger, none exists now. There is 
too much money in the Treasury. There is too much surplus revenue 
coming in month by month, There is no reduction of taxation—that 
is at the root of all our troubie—and consequently no diminution of 
surplus revenue, unless we squander it by extravagant appropriations 

My friend from New Jersey a little while ago asked the Senator from 
Towa what about the sinking fund. He inquired seriously, is that pro- 
vided for? Sir, that sinking fund has been at the bottom of much of 
our trouble. It can not be provided for any longer; the bonds now 
payable are nearly all sunk. The gentlemen who desired high taxa- 
tion and high protection, which always go hand in hand, have kept it 
up to the highest point possible until it has destroyed the national 


tion. If we had abolished the sinking fund ten years ago and reduced 
taxation $50,000,000 a year we would have had enough bonds to secure 
our bank circulation until 1891, when the $250,000,000 of 44 per cent. 
bonds mature. The bankers would have kept uptheir circulation based 
upon the 3 per cent bonds, which by excessive taxation under pretense 
of providing for a sinking fund we have taken away from them until 
they only hold now, as the Treasurer shows, $275,000,000 all teld of 
our bonds of all denominations, which brings their circulation down to 
$250,000,000. Of the bonds they hold nearly $107,000,000 are of 3 per- 
cents which must be swept away in the next year or the money must 
os in the Treasury idle, and not only idle but withdrawn from circu- 
ation. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator refused to yield to me a few mo- 
ments ago, and therefore I had passed over many things that I should 
like to have asked him some questions about, feeling reluctant to do'so. 
If not reluctant, perhaps he would answer a question for me just now. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly, I will. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The sinking fund having been made a condition 
in the issue and sale of the bonds for the payment of the public debt, 
let me ask the Senator if in his opinion before the bonds are paid it 
would be an honest transaction to do away with the sinking fund? 

Mr. BECK. In the first place there was no such condition made. 
We said we would set apart 1 per cent. of the debt and the interest 
upon the bonds we purchased as a sinking fund in order to give assur- 
ance to the people that their bonds would be paid or that we were di- 
minishing the debt rapidly enough. That was what we did. Now, 
then, what have we done? We so arranged our public debt that we 
can not pay any more than $136,000,000 of our bonds until 1891, when 
we can only pay $250,000,000, and then we can pay no more until 19(7, 
when the last $737,000,000 falls due. Does the Senator from New Jer- 
sey or any, other gentleman contend that we ugreed that we would b iy 
at any premium that anybody might ask the bonds of 1891 and 19)7 
before they were due in order to make a sinking fund? No. 

Mr. McPHERSON. But after the issue of the 3 per cent. bonds \s 
paid, the $136,000,000—let them be paid inany manner, whether by the 
form proposed by the Senator from Kentucky or that proposed by the 
Committee on Finance—I claim that we are in duty bound to maintain 
the sinking fund in order that we may pay the bonds falling due in 
1891 


Mr. BECK. Then I understand the Senator from New Jersey to 
contend that we must impose taxation to the amount of $50,000,000 
more than the country needs from now until 1891 to buy bonds at any 
premium that the holders see fit to ask, or allow $50,000,000 a year, 
which is $250,000,000 in five years, to be locked up in the Treasury 
and lie there to await the maturity of the bonds. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I say we are bound to live up to our contracts 
whether they are to our advantage or not. 

Mr. BECK. The trouble is, the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Jersey that we must live up to our contracts is assuming that we made 
an absolutely ridiculous contract, which we never did make and never 
thought of making and that nobody ever thought of suggesting when 
the sinking fund was created. As I showed the other day in an argu- 
ment that I made, that in order to swell the annual amount required 
for this sinking fund all sorts of expedients were resorted to. Surely 
the 1 per cent. on the debt of the United States on which it was based 
did not mean to charge us as owing all the money in the Treasury. 
Here is the case. I can state it better by reading it: 


ee Be es Ie acai ecnnccetvertetuisaneinmsinrestinnbentitibaindsangieyil $1, 800, 000, 000 
Cash in the Treasury. 400, 000, 000 


Debt, less cash in the Treasury 


Now, the sinking fund is 1 per cent. of the debt. Will the Senator 
from New Jersey say that 1 per cent. upon the debt is 1 per cent. upon 
the $400,000,000, or 1 per cent. as well on the $1,400,000,000 so as to 
charge 1 per cent. on $1,800,000,000 as the basis of a sinking fund of 
1 per cent. on the debt? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am not going to enter into that question, be- 
cause it would carry us beyond any point that is for the solu- 
tion of the difficulty now before us; but I wish to say that when the 
Congress of the United States or the Government of the United States 
provided a sinking fund for the liquidation of the public debt, that 
very moment it increased the value of the bonds outstanding; and 
when the Senator talks about the great premium to pay upon the mar- 
ket value of the bonds, that premium has arisen very largely and a! most 
entirely, I might say, from the practice of the Government in mait- 
taining and keeping up the payments in the sinking fund and thereby 
reducing the measure of the obligation. 

Mr. BECK. Nobody has ever denied that we proposed in the law to 
reduce our debt on the average 1 cent. per aunum, so that our cred- 
itors would have assurance that it would be paid at its maturity an‘ 
not become a permanent debt like that of England. Secretary Sher- 
man, and Secretary Morrill, who preceded him, prove by their official 
statements in 1876 and 1877 that we were then 000,000 ahead o! 
all the si -fund requirements, and if it was not for taking ti™¢ 
now, which I do not propose to do about a thing the absurdity of ma'n- 
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which I think every Senator understands, I would go over it 


again. Ihave the official statement of the Treasury Department, show- 


ing everything that has been done for the sinking fund, giving in detail 
every bond, and showing that we are to-day $501,000, 000 ahead in the re- 
duction of our debt over any possible requirement of the sinking fund. 
Will theSenator from New Jersey claim now, when we have reduced the 
debt $501,000,000, according to the Treasury statement, more than the 


sinking fund required, that there isa solemn obligation upon us to keep 
up taxation $50, 000, 000 a year beyond the wants of the Government under 
some pretense of a bargain that we should do so? 

There is the statement and the recapitulation. I gave the recapitu- 
lation the other day. It shows that we are $501,000,000 ahead now. 
But I do not care to argue that question again. The complete table is 
as follows, with recapitulation attached: 


United States interest-bearing obligations, issued, refunded, redeemed for sinking fund and otherwise, and outstanding June 30, 1885. 








Obligations issued. 


Refunded, exchanged, or converted into— 


| | 
Redeemed or purchased. | 
= | Total retired | 





































—-- | by refund- | Total retired 
































2 ] ; | Outstand- 
: ie ‘ ing, redemp- : and outstand- 
£¢ Forsinking | Not applied tion, and ing. ing. 
Title. Amount. |§ = Loan | Amount = fund. | fn ane purchase, 7 
is e und, 
Pet. | Pee | | 
1| Five-twenties of 1862....... $514, 772,100 00, 6 | Funded loan of 1881...... $401, 143, 750| 5 ($53, 997, 400 00 $59, 602, 300 00) $514, 743, 450 00 $28, 650] $514, 772, 106 00 
! Belenee of fundin | 4 nena statabiniliiiiteatimnicenssdes i ede tnahendaiie Re i pitainiatieitiaieencnes . 
reasury. | 
Loan of February, 1861.... 18, 415, 000 SENT UAdindictslUkikaesanduinseidadiasdsenseliasanvescounsdtenedliacses 10, 612, 000 oo 7,795,000 00) 18, 407,000 00) 8, 000 18, 415,000 00 
Oregon war debt.............. 1, 090, 850 Til iaastrdimemalientanessonend ea Adee stead 256, 800 00} 830, 000 00} 1, 086, 800 00 4, 050) 1, 090, 850 00 
4) Loan ofJuly and August,| 189,321,350 00, 6 | Continuedat3j per cent. opts 3} | 48,776,700 00| 12,791,200 00| 189, 165,100 00 156, 250| 189,321, 350 00 
Loan of 1863....... eosneteecscees 75, 000, 000. 6 | Continued at 3} percent. 50, 457, 3h | 19, 854,250 09) 4, 655,050 00) 74,967,250 00) 32, 750 75, 000, 000 00 
Five-twenties of March, b 6 | Funded loan of 1881...... 1, 327, 100) 5 361, 600 00} 2,193, 800 00} S, 882, 500 00! .o.ccccccvercesceees 8, 882, 500 00 
Five-twenties of June, 6 | Funded loan of 1881...... 59, 185,450 5 | 29, 423,900 9 36, 951, 850 00! 125,561, 200 ool 100} 125,561, 300 09. 
Including balance of 48, ad did leepsinninniiinnen SS Ee eS ee 
fund in Treasury. 
Five-twenties of 1865...... 6 | Funded loan of 18381...... 
Funded loan of 1891...... 
Balance of fund in 
ury. 
Consols of 1865.............0+ 6 | Funded loan of 1881...... 
Funded loan of 1891...... 
Consols of 1907.............. 
Including balance of 
fund in Treasury. 
Consols of 1867........0+...... 6 | Funded loan of 1881...... 
Consols of 1907.............. 
Including balance of 
fund in Treasury. 
Ml) Consols of 1868.............. --| 42,539,350 00, 6 | Funded loan of 1831... 
Consols of 1907.............. 
Including balance of 
ind in Treasury 
Ten-forties of 1864...........! 196,118,300 00} 5 | Consols of 1907.............. 
ey balance of 
n Treasury. 
Funded loan of 1881........!_ 517,994,150 00) 5 — at 3; per | 401,504,900) 3} | 68,616,900 00) 7, 673, 850 oo 517,795, 650 00) 198,500} 517,994,150 00 
cen 
Consols of 1907 (includ- 4 eonpcoveceere eee | ecooseese 1,500,000 00) 1, 418, 850 ol 2,918, 850 00| 737,960,450) 740, 879 
fi ii ifi | ’ ’ | , ’ 4s ’ | #2V, 04 , 300 00 
cates | 
ree st set ponds Snegtah, SNE Ahi psdiileasdbckedebsscbedinlececscesosece wees pes | 56, 496,100 00) 70,898,500 00} 127,394,600 00 202, 600| 127,597,200 00 
Loan of 1863 continued 3} | 3 per cent. loan of 1882..; 13, 231, 650) 3 | 37,206,550 ool ais 50, 438, 200 00 19,750} 50,457, 950 00 
ee ee 34 | 3 per cent. loan of 1882.. reel 3 | 43,472,350 00) 65,380,250 00} 401,202,200 00) 302,700} 401,504,900 00 
WF Bl iisescasctvesecsoes > ereveecerocosscces a en ae - 8 00 52, 308,300 00} 110,144, 450 ool 195, 436, 800; 305,581, 250 
Cereates of initia: REET cea ciitsleeecapnnee] secndeneiettineenen levees) 678, 000 00) 362 41 UIE a ccceracasiesel 678, 362 41 
Loan of 1858.........c00sc00008 ane 3 cat 1881...... 13, = oo : 19, 998, 000 09 2, eo 20, 000, 000 00 
° iatiinppiision gig a all a ceed cai iccanc tied cckel erbthesgnars. nbgubihecdionstessiosene, dieeee 
21) Funded loan of 1891........ | iatamesaiinens = 250, 000, 000)” 250, 000, 000 04 
_—$$—$$___— ac tall caehetiig lt acieyelgaciabeeigliadh alisicetdictslling bedi cereeniigtocmmnmads 
Totals......... evccesocecocs , 497, 338, 062 41}...... Eble eiupeueeevantectococcsateceeseses 2, 280, 487, “ bas ton Ge 00 501;341, 362 41 3, 312, 984,912 41 1, 184, 353, 150 4, 497, 338,062 41 
= == ———————— ———e—— aS oS SSS aS CO oOo 
Fund in Treasury for redemption of bOnGS..............:000+ss-se+seesesneeeenvees 250) ....-. . 











Add to sinking fund United States notes..... 
Add to sinking fund fractional currency ... 
Total sinking fund ...................cc0sse00 ebebitenseasetgeeeson sekbeliiainiapinsttnaipiaceneniiecniainnsadate 586, 415, 491 60 
UniTep States TREASURER’S OFFICE, June 12, 1886. i 
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Requirement of bond payments on account of interest on redemptions for sinking fund, 1886. 





















Redemptions | Rate per finance | 
Description of securities. prior to July 1,| report of 1885 | Amount re- Rate pro- | Amount re- 
1835. and prior years. | quired. posed. | quired. 
—_—_—_— ——— _ —_— _— — ! — - 
j Per cent. Per cent 

Bonds, as above, Nos. 1 to 11, and No.19.....cc0:0000 ladle al allt ci cecau mice $265, 352, 200 00 | 6 | $15,921,132 00 | 4 | $10, 614, 088 00 
Seoeneneeee. Eitan nitidicenotaltedansigniiggi~tdqsdiensde 676, 050 00 5 33, 802 50 4 27,042 00 
I Shins tens secectislindnpendinseusbindsenes | 68,616,900 00 5 3, 430, 845 00 3 2, 058, 507 00 
BB BOVE, NO. 14... .............cecscseneseseerereresseneere , 500, 000 00 4 60,000 00 4} 60, 000 00 
8 above, No. 15 to No. 17.....c0sssserseeseeseveeee | 187,175,000 00 | 3} 4, 801, 125 00 3j 4,115,250 00 
U a8 AbOVE, NO. 18.......0.000-000000« wenssotsocesveesecnence | 57,836,150 00 3 | 1,735,084 50 3| 1,735,084 50 
States notes and fractional currency...............00000+ saillaligeinicumncastiled Raids pdacwsieme | 55,259,191 60 6 | 38,315,551 50 3 1, 657,775 75 
Total principal of sinking fund .................c.css-escneeoeesessees pe. GUD DOM ais cciccestncdocsestcces 9D, 207, 640 BO |. .ccccsssesisesns 20, 267,747 25 

| | 
on account of interest, as per financial report of 1885 sresecsecereee $29, 297,540 50 
Reems ab etereas nn Doc cenegte! serert of 105 ipadushhbcbancecwevevestastiingssoncbsvdsettnestecneces sescesere seevebesees se ceessensecouecstesssesaebegecoreces 20, 267,747 25 
Ls cnsensensinlpnsioteosncecae osnsenenononensenornecessioanasiersteensecescesmsesiescecscessecsesccemee 9,080,708 25 
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It shows, however, that we have already paid $500,000,000 more of 
the principal of our debt than any creditor had any right to expect or re- 
quire, and that is all I care to say about it. I have only to add that 
I am glad that the House of Representatives have taken hold of this 
subject of payment of money held in the Treasury as they ought. 
The great mass of the Democratic party, true to the pledges of its plat- 
form and true to what common sense and sound principles requires, 
tried to reduce the taxes now needlessly imposed on the country, hon- 
estly and earnestly. Eighty-five per cent. of them voted for a measure 
proposing to give relief from unjust and unnecessary taxation. One 
hundred and thirty-six Democrats with only four Republicanssupport- 
ing them, making one hundred and forty in all, struggled, under the 
lead of Mr. Morrison and my colleague, Colonel BRECKINRIDGE, 
whom I see before me, to reduce unjust taxation. They failed, because 
the great mass of the Republican party, all but four, protested and 
voted against their action. What was left for those gentlemen to do? 
Nothing, except to say ‘‘If you will not reduce taxes, let us pay our 
debts with the money the tax-gatherer takes from the people; then the 
country will see what the effect of your failure in the reduction of 
taxes means. You have money enough now locked up, and more than 
enough,with the revenues that are coming in through the custom- 
houses and internal-revenue offices this year, to pay off every outstand- 
ing bond that we can pay before 1891. You have a surplus of $60,- 
000,000 or $80,000,000 now above and beyond all the reserve fund, that 
anybody asks for. The taxes which Congress insists on maintaining 
produce about $10,000,000 a month in excess of all the wants of the 
Government. All that we demand is that our debts shall be paid out 
of our surplus, and when they are paid off our true condition will be 
developed. It will then be seen that we will have to use the sur- 
plus revenue which is surely being piled up at the rate of $110,000,000 
a@ year or over $9,000,000 a month. When we have no longer any 
bonds to pay, what is left for us when thatis done? Shall we lock it 
up in the Treasury? 

The people will not submit to that. Shall we buy bonds at any 
premium the holders of them may see fit toask? The country will 
rebel against that because it is not fair or even decent to take money 
by taxation from men that is worth to them 6 or 8 per cent. to pay off 
bonds bearing 4 per cent. and pay 27 per cent. premium to buy before 
maturity the outstanding 4 per cent. bonds. Mr. President, we can 
not, therefore, lock up all that great surplus in the Treasury without 
bankrupting the country. We can not get the consent of the people 
to buy the bonds not due at the premium that the holders ask for them. 
We can not force the holders to surrender them unless we pay what- 
ever premium they ask forthem. Whatremains? Nothing is left ex- 
cept to make extravagant expenditures. The country will not and 
ought not to allow that. What follows? We must reduce taxation. 
The House of Representatives in a manly, fair, straightforward, direct 
way have by this resolution taken the only step that remains to bring 
the true condition of things before the people after they failed to re- 
duce taxation, that is, to let the country determine whether it will buy 
bonds at a premium, lock up money in the Treasury, or whether it will 
make extravagant expenditures? These things being repudiated, then 
the representatives can with earnestness and force demand a fair and 
honest reduction of taxation. 

That is the issue which I hope the Democratic party will make all 
over the country, confessing their failure now, but proving, as they 
can, that it is easier to build up a majority with 136 to start on than 
for their opponents to reach a majority with only 4 to begin with. 

We had one hundred and thirty-six out of one hundred and forty in 
a division of the two political parties, both of which were pl toa 
reduction of taxation. But Ido not want to enter into a dis- 
cussion here at this time. I repeat and insist that the only remedy is 
the reduction of taxation. The House resolution presents that issue 
sharply. It means that instead of reflection on the administration it 
proposes that Congress shall take the responsibility, instead of holding 
the Secretary responsible, when he is compelled as he soon will be to 
purchase bonds at a high premium, this resolution recognizes the fact 
(and that is one reason why I am in favor of it more than forany other 
reason) that the Democratic administration shall not be held respon- 
sible for any of these wrongs. Congress by its ion, or failure to 
legislate, brings about good or bad conditions. resolution takes the 
responsibility and says, ‘‘ Mr. Secretary, pay out the surplus money. 
As we direct we assume the responsibility. If any wrong or ill comes 
of it, we are responsible. We say if there is too much of a surplus in 
the Treasury you will not beresponsible for its being locked up. If you 
are compelled to buy bonds at a premium throw the blame on us. 
We foreed the money upon you against your will and it may beagainst 
your judgment. We will take care that extravagant tures are 
not made. We propose to be in a condition and position to force the 
issue in regard to the reduction of taxation. If we have an 
unwise method we will hold you harmless because we have the 
discretion away from you as to the timeand amountof parvments. We 
om taken the responsibility upon ourselves because we think it de- 
ee the representatives of the people to regusate this mat- 

T insist again that the House resolution, so far from being a reflection 
on the Secretary, so far from being an embarrassment to him, so far 
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from crippling the management of the Treasury Department, is in «|| 
the action that a wise administration would desire Congress 1, 

take. I think that it is wise to throw the responsibility of our finan. 
cial management on the Congress of the United States; it is the taxin» 
power, the law-making power, whose agent the Secretary of the Tre.s- 
ury is, and if we by our action or non-action lock up too much of the 
people’s money there will not be any responsibility on the Secretary 
of the Treasury. As the Committee on Ways and Means of the Ho 
have said, stop excessive taxation; bring down the revenues so : 
meet only ordinary expenditures; do not bring about conditions that 
embarrass the Treasury by such exorbitant surpluses as we now have, 
and which are increasing every day. I protest that we shall not mak: 
the people pay interest upon their own money when it is lying idle 
let us pay it out and take the responsibility, as the Department of thie 
Government which is responsible for the proper administration of its 
fiscal affairs. I propose to deal with these questions on the basis of an 
earnest desire to reduce taxation, and to take responsibility on ou 
selves, so as not to have it said that our officials have failed to comp)) 
sa the law, or have usurped authority or power not conferred upon 
them. 

I have spoken a good deal longer than I intended, but for the reasons 
I have given and many others I might give I shall support the House 
of Representatives in the resolutions which they have sent to us. 

Mr. PLUMB obtained the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EpMunps in the chair). 
Senator from Kansas yield ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to know from the Senator from Kentucky 
if he regards the power of the moneyed men, to whom healluded in one 
part of his speech, to embarrass the Treasury and to throw the finances 


Does the 


to do these things, and therefore whether the Treasury was not justi- 
fied in entertaining the apprehension which they did entertain from 
the acts and threats of those men. 

Mr. BECK. A great and influential body of men like that might 
well cause apprehension in the mind of any careful official. I have al- 
ways thought that much of what our Secretary of the Treasury did 
not do that I desired he should do was done from an honest apprehen- 
sion that these men had more power than they had. He might well be- 
lieve that they could embarrass him. But when you come to look at 
it therewas no reason for apprehension. Only think of it foramoment. 
We have no debt at home that we can pay except $136,000,000. Wao 
are getting nine or ten million dollars more surplus than we can pay 
out for ordinary expenditures. Who can make any run upon tlic 
Treasury ? Whocan break us when these conditions exist? And when 
it is understood, notwithstanding the Senator from New Jersey and 
others havecontended, and although the Treasury still contend, that gold 
has to be paid to these gentlemen, although they only pay theirown bank 
notes in lawful money and that lawful money is only a silver certificate, 
for it can be paid off in the standard silver dollar—when they are so con- 
tending for untenable propositions I am glad, for the edification of the 
Treasurer, because I do not think the Secretary undertakes to say so, and 
for the edification of gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber, to read 
from the Recorp of July 25 the opinion of thedistinguished chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, fortifying, ining the views given by 
Mr. Devens when he spoke or wrote as Attorney-General at the request 
of Mr. SHERMAN in 1877: 

Mr. Epmcunps. It may be that Ishould agree with the Senator from Kentucky, 
I certainly agree with him that the silver coin of the United States is just as 
good a legal tender for every bond and debt of the United States that does no! 


say gold coin exclusively, if there be such a one, as the gold is, and so far ani 
to that extent I am just as strong a silver man as my from Kentucky is. 


And so every lawyer who has looked at this question will say. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to 
ask him a single question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. BECK. I will, if I may be allowed to do so by the Senator from 


Kansas. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. IfI understand the House resolution together 
with the Senate committee amendment, the amendment proposes 01!) 
to give to the Secretary of the Treasury, a Democratic Secretary of the 


Treasury who I think has performed every duty in that office in a man- 
ner very commendable to him and to the interests of the Governmet, 
Se eee with the Senator from Keu- 
tucky, himself a member—the Senate committee ameid- 
ment simply proposes to give to that Secretary an additional working 
$20,000,000 above what the House resolution proposes, 3 !\.:'- 
ance that every merchant, every manufacturer, every sagacious, prudent 
business man of this country keeps as a wor! balance in his trans- 
actions, and upon that the distinguished from Kentucky 
has even into a perspiration this morning in bis atte)! 
to defeat the effort of those of us in the Senate who think it is wise aud 
prudent to give a working balance of at least $20,000,000. 
In addition to that let me ask another question, considering as I mst 
the answer the Senator made to the Senator from Mississippi as to the 
possibility of these great combinations of capital being able to intim! 
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date the Treasury and to make and produce a withdrawal of confidence 
in the business interests of the country. I ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky if he thinks it is not wise to give the Secretary discretionary 
powereven above that limit, when every otherSecretary of the Treasury 
from the foundation of the Government to this hour has had the exer- 
cise of full discretion, and never at any time in the history of the Gov- 
ernment has there been such a thing as withdrawing from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the power to meet any and every emergency? 
This is the most astonishing thing that I have ever witnessed since I 
have been a member of this body. : 

Mr. BECK. The difficulty with the Senator from New Jersey is 
that he has not got the facts in regard to this resolution in his mind. 
If he would sweat a little more perhaps he would think more rapidly 
and clearly. I showed him that there were about $80,000,000 of sur- 
plus over the $100,000,000. I showed him that about $10,000,000 
were coming into the Treasury every month above all our expenditures. 
I showed him that there are only $136,000,000 of bonds to which the 
House resolution applies, and I showed, or at least if I have not satis- 
fied him I have everybody else in the Senate but him—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Prove it. 

Mr. BECK. I have proved it by official records furnished by the 
Treasurer himself, and by the records for the last six years of our sur- 
plus revenue, that we can not by any reasonable possibility come down 
to within ten or twenty or thirty millions of the working balance he 
speaks of before the 3 per cent. bonds are all paid off, and that the effect 
of the Senate amendment is to catch just such gentlemen as the Senator 
from New Jersey by making them believe that we will embarrass the 
administration, when we are doing no such thing. The Senator from 
Iowa presented plausible difficulties by supposing troubles that do not, 
can not exist, and by assuming that they are or may be true when they 
can not by possibility be true. He has managed to frighten the Sen- 
ater from New Jersey by charging us with having a lack of confidence 
in our own officials because we do not follow up every imaginable Will- 


with-the-wisp that our political opponents may throw in to catch us. 
Mr. McP’ N. Where do you find the $180,000,000 of gold in 
the 


Treasury? 
Mr. BECK. I will read it to you from the Treasurer’s statement of 
July14. Hereitis. ‘My colleague inthe other House, Colonel BRECK- 
INRIDGE, wrote the letter and received theanswer. It would edify the 
Senator from New Jersey if he would read two more letters that I read 
the other day. They would show him how ridiculous it was to prate 
about what Jay Cookesaid. I hope he will read from my speech of last 
Saturday the letter of Mr. Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the answer of Mr. Devens, which shows that silver coin is just as avail- 
able as gold coin in the payment of all our public debts. Mr. Devens 
was quite as emphatic as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps] 
was the other day on that subject, the Senator from New Jersey to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Colonel BRECKINRIDGE put the question on the 12th day of July. 


TREASURY OF THE UnrITED STATES, Washington, July 12, 1886. 
Str: Your letter of the 12th instant is before me, asking— 
First. What is the number of 3 cent. bonds now outstanding, and of this 
number how many have been ed for and not ? 
Second. What number of bonds of each issue of 3 percents, 4} percents, and 4 
Siecat inthe omar Jey ibted of Shatin 
u an w t' 
; 0, 


ete What have been the daily receipts of the Treasury during the month 





To first question I reply as follows: 
Amount of 3 per cent. bonds , to include July 10, 1886... $147, 834, 950 
Of this amount bonds of the one hun and thirty-eighth call not 
due until A Se Seidl tel hice nliaseehbline bis cnadinbercesouvecssesbenent 4,007,700 
per cent. called and matured not yet presented for pay- 
NI aa chadehinhecenngvtpninseneneepedenctpuntsnccostngermeneeee semcownesnen: mncinnniniccbbeeeeee 7, 770, 200 
11, 777, 900 
Actually outstanding.................. 136, 057, 050 
cumdiae tite 
Sil patidiibieantarietibiicatbbsndwetssdsdaidlinccsseseneh adcharictatsecsrecccsesee 
Four-and-one-halfs 
4percents...........- 
8 percents............... 
Deel iccceterececmse 
To the third 





573, 845, 688 
* ~ + 7 a 
has been forwarded to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
. C. N. JORDAN, Treasurer United States. 


Hon, Wiatnes B/G Bamucmenen, 
House of Representatives. 
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I commend that letter aud answer to the careful consideration of the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. PLUMB obtained the floor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I assume the Senator from New Jersey is likely te 
make some extended remarks on this subject. 

Mr. McPHERSON. No, I do not intend to make any extended re- 
marks, because it is entirely unnecessary, and upon so plain a question 
as this a waste of valuable time. I hold in my hand the statement 


made by the Treasurer of the United States June 12, 1886. I find he 
there makes the statement that he has on hand in gold coin in the Treas- 
ury $156,973,748. I find that against this amount there are charges as 


follows, $22,791,647, which it has been the practice of the Treasury and 
the determination of the Treasury so far as it can, except otherwise 
ordered by Congress, to pay in gold, leaving a balance of gold coin in 
the Treasury of only $134,000,000; while the Senator from Kentucky 
states it to be $180,000,000 on July 12. If the Senator from Kentucky 
will take the moneys which have been received by the Treasury from 
all sources since the 30th day of June, it now being the 29th day of 
July, he will find that every dollar which has come into the Treasury 
in gold will not make up a tithe of the amount needed to increase it 
from $134,000,000 to $180,000, 000. 

Mr. TELLER. How do you make that out? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. To that is to be added, as a matter of course, 
what has accumulated from the 30th of June. 

Mr. TELLER. On the 30th of June they had $156,973,748, inde- 
pendent of certificates, in gold. Since that time they have accumu- 
lated still more. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Against the $156,973,748 charges will be found 
as follows: Public debt and interest accrued and unpaid, above twenty- 
two millions. 

Mr. TELLER. That is ngt the only money they have got. There 
is $156,000,000 in the Treasury against which no certificates are out. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very true. 

Mr. TELLER. There are $30,000,000 more gold in the Treasury 
than there was when this administration went into power—net, I mean. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. At the time this statement was mace, that 
there was $156,000,000 in the Treasury in gold, there was then due a 
debt against that amount of money of $22,791,647 in gold, because it 
is the policy of the Treasury, it is the policy of the President to con- 
tinue to make payment of the public debt and interest on the public 
debt in gold. Therefore, deducting that sum which has already ac- 
crued, which is due and payable, there was only remaining $134, 000,000 
of gold in the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. Is not that enough ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am coming to that. 

Mr. TELLER. You mean after deducting the $100,000,000 from 
$134,000, 000? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. One hundred and thirty-four million dollars. 
Of course, when I said $34,000,000 I meant the excess above $100,000, - 
000. I had intended somewhat at length to discuss this question when 
it came before the Senate, but as the time is very short from now till 
the hour of adjournment, and as the honorable Senator from Iowa who 
has charge of this resolution, as the organ of the committee, has ex- 
plained very minutely and very forcibly all its provisions, there is no 
necessity whatever for my entering into any discussion of the particu- 
lar features of the resolution. It shows for itself exactly what it pro- 
poses to do; and in my opinion unless the amendment of the Finance 
Committee is agreed to by the Senate it will work very great hardship 
upon the Treasury. 

There is no possibility to my mind of maintaining the parity of gold 
and silver now in circulation unless you give to the Secretary of the 
Treasury a large amount of gold reserve with which to do it. 

If there is any one thing for which the Republican party is entitled 
to all commendation, it is for its faithful guardianship of the public 
faith and the maintenance of the public credit. The public debt at 
the close of the war, amounting to upward of twenty-seven hundred 
millions, has been paid off in the very best money known to the civil- 
ized world until barely one hundred and thirty-six million remain in 
sight, this being the amount of 3 percents outstanding and subject to 

In addition to the bonds now subject to call there are outstanding 
two hundred and fifty millions of 4} percents, which we can not pay 
before 1891, and which the accumulations in the sinking fund, as now 
required by law, will be sufficient to pay by the time they become due 
and payable. In addition to the 4} percents we have seven hundred 
and fifty millions of 4 percents outstanding which we can not pay be- 
fore 1907, too far away, in a growingand prosperous country like ours, 
to even think about them. 

Therefore we have only to deal with one hundred and thirty-six 
millions of debt in the lifetime of almost every member of the Senate 
now present. If the Treasury is left unhampered and unrestricted, as 
it has ever been under former administrations, within two years it can 
all be honorably paid and at the same time the Treasury reserves so 
employed as to maintain the parity of gold and silver coins, or their 
representatives in actual use as money. 

More than one-half of the debt has been honorably paid, and because 
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honorably paid, the interest burden on what remains yields to the holder 
to-day less than 24 per cent. on the market value of the bonds, and our 
credit is higher and better than that of any other nation on earth; and 
yet it is proposed to take a departure from that policy which wisdom 
dictated and experience proves to have been best. It is proposed to 
deal with the surplus now in the Treasury in such a manner as will 
trench upon the reserve specifically pledged for the redemption of the 
Treasury notes, or on the other hand in effect require the Treasury to 
pay the 3 per cent. bonds in silverdollars. Tobothof these propositions 
the Democratic President and his Treasury Secretary are unalterably 
opposed. The President of the United States, when he accepted the 
nomination of his party, planted himself firmly upon the declarations 
of the platform, which reads as follows: 

We believe in honest money, the gold and silver coinage of the Constitution, 
and a circulating medium convertible into such money without loss. 

The management of the Treasury Department since Mr. Cleveland 
became President leaves us in no doubt as to how he construed that 
declaration of the platform. Any other construction before the elec- 
tion would have lost to the party more than 100 electoral votes. The 
President of the United States has tried, diligently and faithfully, to 
perform not only this pledge, but each and every pledge made by his 
party in national convention. It is just to say he has succeeded won- 
derfully well, considering the obstacles and hinderances that have been 
thrown in his path. 

At the inception of his administration the Treasury was depleted of 
gold and the retiring finance minister predicted thatthe country would 
be upon a silver basis in less than sixty days. This has been avoided 
by wise and prudent administration of the , Tesulting in con- 
tinuing gold payments to the credit of the sinking fund, and by reason 
of the gold reserves thus accumulated has maintained the parity be- 
tween the gold and silvercoins, although the silvercoin is worth intrins- 
ically 27 cents on the dollar less than thegold coin. And now to ag- 
gravate the situation you propose to rob the Treasury of its gold reserve 
while continuing to coin the troublesome silver dollar at the rate of 
two and one-half millions per month. In short, you propose in this 
resolution to deal with the surplus in the Treasury and dictate to the 
Secretary specifically what he shall do with it, and just to the extent 
you pile up silver dollars in the vaults of the Treasury, ‘‘ which the 
Treasurer can not get out,’’? his surplus becomes unavailable. I say 
unavailable, unless it be the purpose of the resolution to compel the 
holder of the Government obligations to accept silver in payment in- 


stead of gold when he had the right to expect gold. 
Every bimetallic nation in Europe is ae ear its gold reserve. 
ce has in hers seventy millions during the past year and is 
not adding to her silver. Her mints are closed tosilver; ours areopen. 
The policy here proposed is to exhaust our gold reserve and at the same 
time vastly increase the accumulation of silver, except, as I havealready 
stated, you give it to the publiccreditor. The future policy of France 
and Germany is made apparent from the fact that both are gradually 
but surely adding to their gold reserve, while the Bank of England is 
as steadily and surely diminishing. ‘The reserve in the Bank of Eng- 
land to-day is less than it has been for many years, and its condition 
already begins to excite alarm. 

As England is our market for breadstuffs and raw materials it means 
low prices for our products. As England in the past and now is the 
principal market for our bonds and securities, national, railroad, and 
municipal, it means the return of our securities for the purchase of gold 
needed in her trade transactions. Every Government creditor can to- 
day obtain from the Treasury in payment any kind of money he de- 
sires, be the same gold, silver, gold or silver certificates, Treasury notes, 
or national-bank notes. Gold is the unit of value, and all the paper 
issues rest upon it, with only one humdred millions of gold coin specifi- 
cally pledged to its redemption. You place behind the gold and the 
silver certificate dollar for dollar, while behind the paper issues you 


have a pledged redemption fund of about 29 per cent., and you do not | T 


hesitate to say that you are willing that it should be impaired. How 
this can be done without a weakening in public confidence I can not 
conceive. Silver and silver certificates on the other hand occupy a dif- 
ferent position and are redeemable and in ble only in kind. 

The Government does not redeem its coin, and the silver certificate 
has no redeemer save the silver dollar. The silver dollar is to-day 
worth 73 cents plus the value given it by law. If you the 
Treasury of the gold reserve needed to supply the option of creditors, 
or pay the called bonds in silver dollars, one of which alternatives you 
must accept if you — the House resolution, you are then upon a 
silver basisatonce. Itis notice from the Treasury that it can no longer 
maintain a parity between the two coins, and the public will i 
to look out for themselves. I am astonished that any Senator fa 
the continued coinage of the silver dollar would tolerate such a scheme 
as this bill proposes for a single moment. Our as bimetallists is 
found in the other directiof. For the brief reasons I have given I am 
opposed to the House resolution, and for like reasons with many mis- 
givings, because I do not think it goes far enough, though a member of 
the committee, and voting to report the resolution in its present form 
to the Senate, I shall vote for the committee amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB addressed the Senate. [See Appendix.] 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 29, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res 
295) permitting the public building authorized by act of Congres; 
approved June 30, 1886, at Savannah, Ga., to be located not less than 
40 feet from any other building, instead of 50 feet, as provided in saiq 
act; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legis|a- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re. 
quest, the bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compen- 
sation of a district judge for the southern district of Alabama. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they wer 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2794) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection 
and construction of a public building at Oxford, Miss.,’’ approved Jul; 
12, 1882; 

‘A bill (S. 2796) to establish a land office at Lamar, Colo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, exec. 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1887; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 71) for the benefit of the States of Texas, Col- 
orado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Ter- 
ritories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9478) ing appropriations forsundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, 
—— to by the House of Representatives, and the amendments of 
the House to the amendments of the Senate numbered 74 and 78 to the 
said bill. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and disagree to the amendments of the House 
to the seventy-fourth and seventy-eighth amendments of the Senate to the said 
bill, and agree to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses 


By unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALr, 
and Mr. BEcK. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to some and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9726) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and oe years, and for other purposes; 
that it agreed to the one hundred and eighth amendment of the 
Senate to the said bill with an amendment; asked a conference with 
the Senate on thedisagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and hai 
appointed Mr. BuRNES, Mr. LE Fevre, and Mr. McComas the mat- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of William E. Bond; and 
A bill (H. R. 9644) for the erection of a public building at Jefferson, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


‘ex. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House hai 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 


it pro tempore: ; j ; 
A bill (S. 1227) granting a pension to William P. Squires; 
A bill (S. 2349) granting a ion to Catharine Lanigan; and 
A bill (H. R. 3014) to provide for terms of court in Colorado. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. 1. 
PRUDEN, one of his es, announced that the President of the 
United States had, on the 28th instant, approved and signed the follow- 

acts and joint resolution: . 

An act (S. 57) for the erection of a public building at Oshkosh, W's.: 

An act (S. 2322) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State 
of Kansas with certain sums of money on its ordnance account with the 
General Government; of. 

An act (S. 582) for relief of the board of field officers of the Four) 


Brigade of South Carolina Volunteer State ; and 
Joint resolution (8. R. 62) au nes pathos of an edition of 
A Digest of International Law, edited by Francis Wharton. 
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DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
atives, and the amendment of the House to the one hundred and 
eighth amendment of the Senate to the said bill. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the said bill disagreed 


to by the House of Representatives, and disagree to the amendment of the 


House to the one hundred and eighth amendment of the Senate tothe said bill, 
and to the nee asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. CoCKRELI. the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus 
in the Treasury on the public debt. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, itis not my purpose to detain the Senate 
with any elaborate argument upon this question. I just want to em- 
phasize one or two suggestions in regard to the pending resolution. 

In the first place, let me say most emphatically that there can, by no 
possibility, be anything like a political direction given to this debate. 
The Senator from Kansas who has last spoken is a most emphatic Re- 
publican and I am equally as pronounced a Democrat; yet our views 
are entirely in unison in regard to this House resolution. It is a busi- 
ness question, and the glamour which is thrown over this whole thing 
under the idea that different principles are to be applied to the business 
of the Government of the United States and the business of the people 
of the United States than those which are in the experience of every 
business man of intelligence throughout the country is simply a mon- 
strous absurdity and a relic of barbarism. 

The same principles apply to the Treasury as to an individual. What 


‘ would be thought of a business man with $100,000 idle in his vaults 


and $100,000 on 8 per cent. paper outstanding? There is not a mer- 
chants’ exchange in this country that would not unanimously vote him 
a lunatic when the facts came to the attention of his brothers in busi- 
ness. But we are told that we are to hold $228,000,000 of surplus idle 
money in the Treasury to redeem, forsooth, $346,000,000 of greenbacks 
that never will be presented. That is the whole argument, and no 
other argument can be made. 

Wehaveto-day, by the actual figures, $228,945,560.99, over and above 
demand liabilities in the Treasury of the United States, lying idle. 
When the Secretary of the Treasury is told of this his reply is it is to. 


be kept there in order to redeem the greenbacks as they are brought 
for ption to the national Treasury. Let us see how many of these 
greenbacks have come for redemption since January 1, 1879, when we 


resumed specie pay ment. 

Out of the $346,000,000 how many of them have ever come to the 
Treasury Department where the holders wanted gold for greenbacks? 
From January 1, 1879, to June 30, 1881, there were $7,976,000; July 
1, 1879, $3,780,000; the next fiscal year, $271,000; the next, $40,000, 
and in 1883, $590,000; in 1884, $2,222,000, and from July 1, 1885, to 
December 1, 1885, there were $925,400, making in the whole term of 
years from the Ist of January, 1879, $15,806,485 in greenbacks that 
were to the upon which holders asked gold; and we 
are to $228,500,000 of money in the Treasury now to meet this 
enormous demand on the of the greenback holders of the country 
for the hard, red gold, as Mr. Benton termed it. It is a monstrous 

ition, when we take into consideration at the same time, as shown 

the receipts and expenditures of the last year, that weare collecting 

from the people $45,000,000 a year over and above the obligations and 

expenses of the Government, and besides we are required to hold this 
amount of $228,000,000. 


statement of the reserve fund of the different European nations. Let 
us look at it. The United States, as I have said, has a surplus of 
eaten i ui over and above demand liabilities. We have some $343 


Hl 


»7 


000, if the demand liabilities are included. England has, by the 
last statement for June, $30,000,000 only; France has $21,299,000; 
Germany has $11,500,000. These are the reservesof these great conti- 


nental nations, and we are to have two hundred and twenty-eight and 

a half million dollars. 
ALD Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Certainly. 

Where does the Senator get the authority for mak- 

the statement in regard to Germany? 

VEST. I took it from the London Economist. 
I should be very glad to have the Senator point 


Mr. VEST. I will give the Senator the paper and show it to him. 
Eleven million five hundred thousand dollars are in the Imperial Bank 
of Germany to the credit of that government. That is the reserve fund 
of the German people to-day, no more and no less, unless this paper has 
willfully misstated it, and it is the highest financial authority. 

It is an incident, and an unvarying incident of all moneyed institu- 
tions, of all individuals that come into the control of them officially or 
otherwise, to pile up and hoard money. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB] stated the whole question in one single sentence. Itis a fight 
not between Democracy and Republicanism, it is a fight between gold 
and silver, gold and greenbacks, between the creditors and the debtors 
of the country, between the men who want to make money scarce and 
high and dear and to increase the price of it and the interest of the 
country, and the men who are laboring and who borrow money; and 
unless this trouble is t:rminated upon equitable and fair terms it will 
result in a sectional striggle between East and West. Thatis the plain 
meaning of this whole thing. 

Sir, look at the national-bank system. I have hereastatement which 
I obtained from the acting Secretary of the Treasury this morning. | 
wish to show to Senators exactly the conditions of these banks to-day 
as to their reserve fund: 


_ Statement of lawful money reserve held by ali national banks, by those not 
in reserve cities, by those in all reserve cities except New York, and finally 
by those in New York. 


Here is the statement tabulated: 


Total reserve. Cash reserve. 





National banks. } Held in cash 

| = ts . laa and with 

Required. Held, Required. opt en 

urer., 

Allin United States........ $262, 758,283 $394, 192,310 | $163, 911,218 $261, 165, 183 

Out of reserve cities....... 91, 760, 069 181, 552, 648 32, 988, 213 88, 092, 935 
In reserve cities, exclud- 

ing New York.............. 96, 810, 237 122, 784, 157 47, 166, 218 83, 216, 734 

BT TIE nce, exces. ctens 74, 187, 977 89, 855, 515 73, 74, 787 89, 855,514 





Thus it will be seen that in the city of New York, the great finan- 
cial center of the country, the law requires them to hold $74,187,977. 
They actually have to-day $39,855,515. Their cash reserve required 
by law should be $73,756,787, and they hold $89,855,514. That is the 
state of the national banks of the United States to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator to explain why that excess 
of reserve exists ? 

Mr. VEST. I do not know except it is upon -the general principle 
to get money and to hoard it and to make interest higher. 

Mr. ALLISON. Banks are usually supposed to be organized to loan 
money. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; that is the supposition. 

Mr. McPHERSON. They can not loan the money. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from New Jersey says they can not loan 
it. Why can they not loan it? It is because they do not get the in- 
terest they want to charge. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Or the security. 

Mr. VEST. Or the security, the Senator says, but it is for one rea- 
son or another. There is an exhibit showing the amount of money 
that to-day is idle in the vaults; that with this amount tied up in the 
financial agencies of the Government we are now to hold $228,500,000 
in order to meet a redemption of $340,000,000 of greenbacks, when 
but $15,000,000 of greenbacks have come to the Treasury for redemp- 
tion since the Ist of January, 1879. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator before he sits down 
what he supposes the banks could do with this reserve that he criti- 
cises them for holding? Does he suppose that they could loan it at 3 
per cent. on good security at this moment ? 

Mr. VEST. I am not criticising the banks; I am giving a state- 
ment taken from the Treasury of the United States showing the amount 
of idle money in the Treasury, and I simply give that in order to add 
force to the argument that we should not now hold $228,000,000 more 
of idle money. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say that the reason why 
the banks hold on to this reserve, larger than they were required to 
hold, was in pursuance of their policy to hold on to money unless they 
could get an extravagant rate of interest upon it. I ask him if he be- 
lieves they could loan it out on good security at 3 per cent.? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not do business in the East, and I can not speak 
for the rates of interest in New England. I will inform the Senator 
and the banks of New York that they can loan every dollar of it in 
the portion of country where I live for 5 and 6 and even 7 per cent. 
with as good security as there is in the city of New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President (Mr. HALE in the chair): I do not 
intend to detain the Senate long, and I wish to regard this question 

precisely as the Senator from Missouri does, as a purely business prop- 
osition. 
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The joint resolution undertakes to regulate the fund for the redemp- 
tion of United States notes. Hitherto that has been left to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury under certain limits defined 
by law. ‘Thereare three reserves in the Treasury of the United States. 
These are not separated from each other, but still there are three in- 
dependent reserves either provided for by existing law or made neces- 
sary by the daily business of the Government. 

l'irst and chief is the fund for the redemption of United States notes 
and for the maintenance of specie payments. By this measure as re- 
ported from the Senate Committee on Finance that is fixed at $100,- 
000,000. Hitherto it has not been defined by express terms. The 
resumption act of 1875 authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to pro- 
vide for and maintain resumption, and the first step was to accumulate 
in the Treasury a fund that would be amply sufficient to maintain re- 
sumption. 

When this matter was discussed before the Committee on Banking 
and Currency in the House in March, 1878, the whole subject was con- 
sidered with great particularity. Mr. Buckner, a member from Mis- 
souri, was the chairman of the committee. That was at a time when 
the Department under the law was making preparations for resumption, 
which was to accrue nine months later, and the question of theamount 
of reserve was the one mainly which was then considered. Atthat time 
the history of all the banking institutions of the United States and of 
the world was carefully and amply explored and fully explained to the 
committee, and formed the subject of re interviews. It was 
shown that every successful system of banking which had been estab- 
lished, either by a government or by individuals, assumed that from 
30 to 40 percent. in coin was the minimum reserve which should be main- 
tained for the maintenance of specie payment. 

Mr. CHACE. And deposits in circulation. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Both against deposits and notes in circulation, but 
the United States hold no deposits except what are kept intact, and I 
do not refer to these. 

At that time there were inthe Treasury about $70,000,000 of gold 
coin, either the proceeds of bonds that had then been sold for the pur- 
pose of resumption, or surplus revenue which had accrued. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury said to the Committee on Banking and Currency 
that in his judgment in order to prepare for and to maintain resump- 
tion upon asure basis it would be n to borrow $50,000,000 more 
of gold coin by the sale of bonds, and he stated his purpose to go to 
New York the next week, if he was not prevented by the action of 
Congress, and would then raise by the sale of bonds $50,000, 000 i in 
coin, W hich he could do by selling 4} per cent. bonds at a premium. 

At that time no one pretended that the amount of reserve should be 
less than $100,000,000. On the other hand General Ewing, Mr. Buck- 
ner, and others insisted that this sum would not be a sufficient basis 
for the maintenance of resumption, but that the Secretary was under- 
taking an impracticable task, and produced evidence from the records 
of the Bank of England, and from the Bank of Germany, and from the 
Bank of France and other authorities to show that the amount of re- 
serve that I proposed to establish was not sufficient. I contended, 
however, that it was sufficient, and mainly because the United States 
had not to provide against deposits which were fully covered by cash 
in hand, but only had to provide for the redemption of $346,000,000 of 
notes widely circulated and in active use throughout the United States. 

Upon that statement members of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency tacitly declared that they would not interfere with the pro- 
posed by the Secretary but that he might take the risk as the discre- 
tion was by law left to him to fix the basis of resumption. At that 
time there was no distinction made between what is called a working 
balance for the ordinary operations of the Government and the reserve 
for resumption. At that time bonds were being called very largely, 
and continued to be called very largely, and it was known that there 
inust be necessarily in the Treasury a reserve equal to the amount of 
calls to be made within a period of three months. At that time the 
law required for a call of existing outstanding bonds a notice of three 
months, and it was conceded that no Secretary could safely call for the 
payment of bonds until he had the money on hand to pay them. By 
existing law, however, under the 3 per cent. loan, the length of the eall 
is reduced to thirty days. 

So upon the principles thus adopted and acquiesced in by all parties 
a sum of money should be in the Treasury sufficient at the date of the 
call to pay the call when it matured, because, forsooth, no one cantell 
exactly what thirty days will bring forth. In addition to that thereis 
absolutely necessary a working balance to carry on the ordinary oper- 
ations of the Government. 

Neither Congress at that time nor the Secretary of the Treasury thou 
it wise to separate the various redemption funds, and it was cone) 
on the whole, and was announced as the —_ of the 
subject to the approval of Congress, that the reserve in the 
Treasury to include a working a bond reserve, and the re- 
sumption rund, should be about $140,000,000, which was between 30 


and 40 per ce nt. of the whole amount of greenbacks ou and 


that this sum was the lowest that could safely be adopted. That was | of 


founded upon the experience of all nations, our own among the rest, 
and it is adopted and acted upon by all commercial nations now. 
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I was somewhat. surprised when my friend from Missouri gave us 
figures a while ago that startled me, but I happen to have before me 
the last number of the Londen Economist, which shows that to-day in 
the Bank of Germany, the Bank of England, and the Bank of France, 
which are really government institutions, although they are owned to 
some extent by individual capital, their reserves are larger than that 
proposed by this measure, I find here in the Economist of Jyly 17, 
1886, the statement of the Bank of England. It appears that the eir- 
culation, excluding bank post bills, of which there are not many, was 
£25,335,290—sterling, not dollars, but £25,335,290 sterling, er equiv- 
alent to over $126,000, 000. 

Mr. TELLER. To what date does that bring it up? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The date of the statement is July14, 1886. The 
reserve of notes and coin on hand then was £11,555,438; the amount 
of coin and bullion on hand was £21,140,728. This dataextends from 
1876 to 1886. It shows that on July 14, 1886, the date of this state- 
ment, the amount of cash reserve for all liabilities was 39 per cent. in 
coin. That is more than is proposed now. Let {ne give these figures 
in order that they may go into the Recorp. July 18, 1885, the re- 
serve was 45}; July 16, 1884, it was 44]; July 18, 1883, it was 41{; 
July 12, 1876, it was 54 per cent. That was the ratio of reserve then 
held in proportion to liabilities. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does that reserve mean circulation and deposits 
both? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

I have before me the statements of the Bank of France made up to 
July 8, 1886. ~The amount of gold coin and bullion on hand July 15, 
1886, was £54,361,000, not dollars; July 8, 1886, £54,614,000; July 16, 
1885, a year ago, it was £45,924,000 in gold, not silver. This is the 
Bank of France, where they havea greatquantity of silver. The amount 
of silver coin and bullion on hand July 15, 1886, was £44,885,000; July 
8, 1886, £45,042,000; July 16, 1885, £43,031,000. On the 15th of July, 
1886, the circulating notes of the Bank of France were £114, 011,000; 
the government deposits were £7,907,000, and the private deposits were 
£14,390,000; so that the ratio of actual coin and bullion on hand to the 
whole liabilities, including circulation and private and public deposits 
and notes, was over 60 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give us the government deposit? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have stated that already. It is £7,907,000. 

Mr. TELLER. About $40,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. That $40,000,000 is more than we propose 
here as the working balance for our operations. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me, I do not want 
to be put in the position of misstating. My quotation is made from 
the London Economist.of June. I see from that that on the 18th of 
June the Government of England had on deposit in the Bank of Eng- 
land, exchequer, savings-bank, national debt, dividend aceount, Kc., 
£6,404,000, or $30,000,000; and so the Government of France had on 
deposit in the Bank of France on the 18th of June last, to its credit in 
the Bank of France, £4,259,000, which would make $21,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will see how easy the explanation is. 

Mr. VEST. I only want to set myself rightabout it. The Senator 
is giving now the entire business of the bank, not the Government ac- 
count. I quoted from the Government account alone. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now let meanswer. In the first place, neither 
Great Britain, France, norGermany is responsible for the issueof notes. 
The notes are issued by private which are organized, a gov- 
ernment institution; and the reserve therefore that is is held to secure 
those notes is the ‘money of the bank. The government of Great 
Britain had, it seems, £8,000,000 as stated. 

Mr. VEST. Six million four hundred and four thousand pounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is over $32,000, 000. That is over $12,060,000 
more than the w and they had 
$40,000,000 deposited 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that in December last the public deposit of the Bank of England 
ran below £3,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Three million pounds is $15,000,000, and under 
this very measure ours will fall below that no doubt at times, as I will 

I do not want to be led into a 


long debate. 
should like to call the attention of the 


were £43,613,000; the current 
was stronger than is proposed 
Now, let usgo alitilefurther. I will show 


is founded upon the experience not only of countries but that 














1886. 



































it is founded upon our own. As to this $100,000,000 it would be 
wrong to tamper with that reserve thus established by the consent of 
all the branches of the Government and sanctioned further by the cur- 
reney act of Congress of 1882. This declares that when the gold evin 
and bullion in the Treasury is less than $100,000,000 no further coin 
certificates shall be issued, thus stopping the issuing certificates ; so 
that the hundred million dollars should always remain intact. It 
has never been proposed by Congress seriously to tamper with that re- 
serve. This Government insists upon issuing its own currency and is 
subject to the same law of redemption as other banking institutions and 
must provide the same It can only maintain the credit and 
convertibility of its notes by the same rules applicable to other banks. 
Legal-tender laws and pains and penalties can not keep United States 
notes at par in coin, but this can only be done by redeeming them on 
demand with coin, and to make this sure the coin must be on hand. 
But the Senators from Kansas and Kentucky and others say that we 
do not want any such reserveas one hundred million—that $50,000,000 
will be too much, that $25,000,000 is enough. Experience is a better 
guide and counselor than they are. The whole of our financial system 
rests upon that fulcrum of solid coin. Not only would confidence in 
the bank cireulation be affected by itand the stability of our greenback 
circulation, but the whole financial operations of Government would be 
disturbed by any serious reduction of this redemption fund. 

You may say that men who have devoted their lives to this kind of 
business are a little too timid, a little too conservative; but that is 
the merit and safety of all banking, and no government ought to enter 
into the business of banking until it adopts all the conservative habits 
of other successful bankers. Even the United States is not exempt 
from this duty. Otherwise a Black Friday or some other unforeseen 
event such as has happened in my legislative experience would top- 
ple our whole financial business into ruin. I remember that in 1857 
we were here trying to distribute our surplus revenue just as you are 
doing now. We adjourned in March that year, and when we came 
back to Congress we had to borrow money to pay the salaries of mem- 
bers of Congress. ‘These sudden changes may occur, and therefore we 
ought always to be strong. 

Now, let me go a little further to show that the Government of the 
United States is subject to sudden fluctuations in its revenue and ex- 
penditares. After setting aside this hundred millions as provided by 
law to protect our currency from depreciation we must provide ways 
and means to pay our bonds and current expenditures. You must ac- 
cumulate money for the call of bonds. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa simply says that you can not make a call for 
bonds until you have the money in the Treasury in excess of the call. 
You shall call $10,000,000 a month, but you shall not make the call 
at any time unless you have money enough to pay that call thifty days 
hence without trenching on the reserve of $10,000,000. Is not that 
a wise provision? Otherwise, in order to issue a call of $10,000,000 a 
month you might be compelled whenever your surplus rose above a 


is required to call $10,000,000 in a month, but he ought to do it in calls 
ten days apart. He ought not to make a cali the first of the month, 
for that is the pinching time when other liabilities accrue. He ought 
to eall, say, on the fifth, the fifteenth, and twenty-fifth three or four 
millions te make up the amount in the month; but when he makes 
the call he must have the three million or the four million dollars on 
hand, because he can not anticipate and can not take any risks that 
when the time comes he will not have the money. 
t that way once. In November, 1877, when Congress 
met they were going to repeal the resumption act. There was passed 
through the House of Representatives in hot haste a bill repealing the 
stopped at once as by a clamp the sale of bonds. 
In order to save interest, which was a very desirable thing to do, I had 
call of $10,000,000, in anticipation of the sale of 4 per cent. 
The call then ran for ninety days. The sudden action of the 
the operations of the Treasury Department, and we 
had to pay that call out of the current revenues and some of it out of 
which had been accumulated by the sale of bonds for re- 


purposes. 

ae Senators do not desire, I do not want, to put this Demo- 

istration in any worse predicament than Republican ad- 
ministrations have been putin. I want to give them the same degree 
of confidence, the same degree of reasonable latitude and discretion 
that has been given to others. Therefore, when you provide that you 
shali not make a call under this proposed law until you have got the 
exeess on hand you only make a provision which any private citizen 


needed of that provision. i 
what more? Under the operations of the resolution as it came 
us from the House, without providing any working balance in the 
Treasury, the Treasury would be compelled at the beginning of every 
month, especially at the beginning of every quarter, to draw largely 
Upon the reserve, from $10,000,000 to $20,000,000. Here isastatement 


s 
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prudent Secretary would in May commence to provide for July. 
1 is the hard period of the year, because that is the time when a great 
many expenditures have to be made, new accounts and new appropri- 
ations have to be opened, and money distribated to disbursing officers. 
The quarterly payment of pensions, amounting now to $18,000,000, has 
to be provided on the Ist of July, October, January, and April. 
the interest of the debt and other expenditures that come due in monthly 
or quarterly payments. 
by this statement, when the variations between June and July have not 
been as high as irom $10,000,000 to $15,000,000. 
forehand. 
public were so great that in a single month $30,000,000 was drawn from 
the Treasury, and the balance on hand was reduced that sum. 


nothing on hand but that. 
June, when aprudent Secretary, who had been accumulating $10,000,000 
or $20,000,000 ahead to meet the payments to be made in July, when- 
ever that amount went over $10,000,000, would be bound to call the 
whole excess. That occurred this year. 
been here. 
the Treasury was called upon to pay more than $20,000,000. 
such a law had been in operation in June when the balance ran up 
high he would have been compelled to call, under the operations of the 
law, not less than $10,000,000, while on the Ist day of July following, 
a fact that he knew and had provided for, he would not have the money 
on hand to meet current payments then dune except by drawing on the 
gold redemption reserve in the Treasury. 
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going back to 1876, running up to this time, which shows that every 


July 


So with 


There has not been a period in a single year, 
No one knows be- 
When General Garfield died the shock and effect upon the 


Suppose you have no working balance over and above a reserve— 
Under this proposed law, on the 15th of 


It has occurred while we have 
In June the amount ran up, and in July the Secretary of 
So uf 


So it is necessary to provide for a working balance. The great gov- 


ernments to which I have referred keep to their credit in bank thirty to 
fifty millions for this purpose. 
It never has been denied to any administration, and unless you really 
intend to impinge upon and reduce this great balance-wheel of the 
Treasury, this $100,000,000 of coin, you have got to give the Secretary 
of the Treasury some leeway from month to month. 
is shown by months. 
down, varying anywhere from $2,000,000 a month up to $30,000,000 a 
month; so that under the operations of this joint resolution, taking it 
as it came to us, the Secretary could not accumulate money to meet the 
quarterly balances due on the first of each quarter. 
able to meet even the monthly variations that occur. 
statements are made on the last day of each month, and on the 30th 
day of June the balances are the very largest in the whole year. 
time when the Treasury statements to which I shall refer in a moment 
are made up is when the amount on hand must necessarily be larger 
than at any other period of the year. 


It always has been deemed necessary. 


This statement 
It shows the fluctuations and vibrations up and 


He would not be 
The Treasury 


The 


They are made in view of what 
is to come on the next day. The interest on the public debt accrues 
on the Ist day of July, so that $9,000,000 is to be paid out at once for 
that, and about $17,000,000 for pensions, together with the various ap- 
propriations made by Congress from time to time. So it is impossible 
unless you give the Secretary of the Treasury some working balance 
that he could meet his necessary payments without drawing upon this 
great reserve. 

Now, let us go a littlefurther about this. What amount ought he to 
have? Some say $5,000,000. That would not pay one-third of the 
pensions due on a particular day. Some say $10,000,000; some say 
$20,000,000; some say $25,000,000. For myself I would have been 
willing to give him a discretionary power—not an absolute power but 
a discretionary power. 

Mr. PLUMB. Pardon me if I suggest that we start the Secretary of 
the Treasury with more than $75,000,000 to begin with now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will come to thatin afew moments. My friend 
will see that I shall not avoid that. 

What is a fair working balance no man can say, but the Committee 
on Finance have placed it at twenty million, the very minimum which 
any government of our population and wealth ever undertook to carry 
on its operations. The Senator himself showed that France has about 
forty million, and Great Britain thirty-odd million of credit in the Bank 
of England. All I want to do is to give to this Demoeratic adminis- 
tration such a reasonable and fair balance as may enable them with 
security and safety to comply with the acts of Congress made from time 
to time appropriating the public money: no more and no less. Even 
the sum named I believe is rather less than on tiie whole it might be, 
but there are otlier things that enable me to vote for this proposition. 

One of the mistakes I think made by this administration was that 
the Secretary of the Treasury changed the familiar form of siating the 
public debt. In the new debt statement they count as accrued interest 
that which is only accruing; that is, the interest accruing but not due 
is shown in the last debt statement as $9,000,000, but this is counted 
as having accrued when in fact it will not accrue or become due until 
September when ample revenues will come in to meet it; and there- 
fore I think the Treasury has a margin that way, but I suppose this 
change was made to excuse their policy of coin and currency accumu- 
lation, I would not say to cover up a balance but at any rate to be sure 
to be on the safe side. 

Another thing they have done which was never done before in Re- 
publican times, they have failed to count the fractional silver coin as a 
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part of the money of the country. It is not available for the payment 
of debts, it is not available for the payment of appropriations, it is only 
available for paying small sums when demanded by the a and 
experience shows that when paid out it soon returns. The amount 
has now so accumulated that it is $29,000,000. If you would author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to recoin all that minor coin into 
standard dollars he could use those or issue certificates based upon 
them, but it is not counted. In one sense it is not an available asset, 
but all his predecessors got along by counting it. It is trae when I 
was there the amount was not so large as it is now; I think it was 
about $12,000,000 to twenty millions, if I remember aright, but we 
counted it as so much money on hand, although we knew it was un- 
available, because that seemed to be the proper thing to do. It is 
money in one sense, and it is not money in the general sense for broad 
national payments. 

I believe that the amount reported by the Committee on Finance is 
the very lowest sum that, according to the experience of mankind, it 
would be safe to provide as a working balance; and I would be willing 
to give to the Secretary of the Treasury even more discretion. You 
need not be afraid he will abuse it. Great trusts like his are performed 
under the light and are not likely to be abused. He has a public 
policy differing entirely from that of my friend from Kansas about 
what is necessary in order to maintain the credit and power of the 
Government. It is an honest difference of opinion; he does not con- 
ceal it. 

Indeed, when Mr. Fairchild came before us, I could not help but 
feel a kind of sympathy for him when he declined to give us his opin- 
ion of this measure, saying at the same time that heretofore this power 
had been left to the Secretary of the Treasury, and it seemed that Con- 
gress did nut desire to confer this power on the present administration, 
or words to that effect, and he thought it was indelicate for him to 
give any advice. It seemed a kind of an appeal that you should give 
at least the same opportunities to carry on the operations of the Gov- 
ernment that you had given to the Republicans who had preceded him, 
and I believe it was a proper appeal to be made under the circum- 
stances. 

This statement shows theaverage balance. If the fractional silvercoin 
had not been deducted on the 2d day of January, 1880, the balance in the 
Treasury would have been $139,000,000, but deducting the $18,000,000, 


the balance in the Treasury was $120,426,000. That isabout the low- - 


est. I certainly would be willing to give this administration that 
which we thought necessary at the time to give when the operations or 
the Government were even less than they are now. Give him a min- 
imum. First there is the minimum of theredemption fund. Letthat 
stand intact. It is said that nobody calls forit. I hope nobody ever 
will; but dissipate that fulcrum and then you will find plenty of peo- 
ple tocall for it. It is the basis upon which the whole thing stands. 
Let that stand as long as the pyramids stand as the basis of $346,000,- 
000 of our promises to pay. Senatorssay that nobody doubts the integ- 
rity of the United States or its ability to redeem the greenbacks. 
Nobody does now, but yet it is only eight years since these notes were 
at a discount, and within twenty years they have been at a discount 
of 40, 50, and 60 per cent. 

If Senators will have the kindness to turn to Mr. Jordan’s statement 
before the Committee on Finance, they will find there the reasons given 
by Mr. Jordan why this unusual balance had been accumulated. I 
believe there was probably a little too much timidity in regard to this 
matter, but still he makes a very strong statement to show thatat one 
time the gold reserve had been reduced to $123,000,000, and he feared 
that the great bankers and men interested in our financial system would 
entertain the fear that at some not far distant day the dollar which 
they held in their hands as the trustee of great properties would, by 
some sudden change, by the dissipation of this gold reserve, be payable 
in silver worth 74 to 80 cents on the dollar. That was a fear. 

How is this silver coin maintained at par with gold? It is said that 
it goes as good as gold everywhere, but why? Itis maintained at par 
with gold just like your paper money, because it is redeemed, it is re- 
cived, it is used by the Government in ex for gold; but if you 
once establish a fear in the minds of men engaged in large business in- 
terests that you will not maintain it at par with gold, then the silver 
dollar will fall to its market value. It will become the sole standard 
of value. If the Government were to compel the people to take that 
which is intrinsically worth less than adollar, then gold will disappear, 
and we will have contraction, hoarding, exportation, and all the evils 
which I have sometimes feared when they did not exist, just as people 
sometimes frighten themselves with imaginarydreams. Yetif you raise 
the impression that it is your deliberate purpose to go on with this 
theory that the standard of 412} grains of silver shall be the standard 
and purchasing power of the dollar, you must the men who not 
only represent great private business interests of their ota a 
sent the property of other people to take pains to protect ves 
by securing gold coin or its representation. Whether you like it or not 
they will not do it. It seems Mr. Tilden did it—I did not know that 
until it was mentioned by my friend from Kentucky—and other great 
bankers protected themselves by buying foreign will 
do that; the self-interest of mankind will prompt them to do it. 

But as long as you maintain your silver at par with gold, as youdo 
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now, and as France does with the utmost care and watchfulness, then 
there is no danger. I think our friendsin New York have a little nat- 
ural fear and a good deal of artificial fear in regard to that subject. | 
do not believe the people or Congress of the United States will ever 
bring us to a singlesilverstandard. If they do, it will be a far greater 
calamity to the poor men of thiscountry, the men whose wages will be 
measured by this inferior standard, than it will be to the rich men, 
who can protect themselves. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to ask the Senator if the ca- 
lamity which he has so graphically depicted should occur and some 
$400,000,000 or $500,000,000 of gold should be teen out of the coun- 
try, how the remaining volume of currency could be depreciated in 
value? Does he mean to say that when the volume of currency be- 
comes less it becomes cheaper ? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Our silver then will be neasured just as our wheat 
is measured, by its price in the foreign markets. The pound sterling 
will be worth $6.25 instead of $4.84, and the franc 24 cents. But we 
maintain and intend to maintain the silver at its present standard. | 
agree with my friend from Nevada that we must do it. We can not 
do otherwise, although I think if we continue the present policy in- 
definitely the time will come when we can not doit. It has not been 
yet reached, but whenever it is done then you will have cheated the 
laborer out of a portion of the purchasing power of his dollar, while 
the capitalist, watching eagerly the signs and chances of the market, 
will place his securities where they will be counted in gold. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to have the Senator answer 
specifically in what manner gold now protects silver? Silver is not 
redeemable in gold, and in what manner does the gold in the country 
protect the value of silver? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will talk to my friend from Nevada some time 
when we are quietly together about these conundrums. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I was afraid the Senator would not an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It isa practical business question with which I 
deal now, and not one of the theoretical questions in which my friend 
loves to indalge. I have often talked to him, and he knows my opin- 
ions and I know his. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to have an answer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To show that the fear at that time was not un- 
natural, let me take the total net reserve as stated by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, $179,689,862, including all forms of money, notes and 
coin, silver and gold certificates, and all other money except fractional 
silver coin; the balance is $179,000,000. At this time we have in the 
Treasury 82,980,559 silver dollars. We have in the Treasury silver 
certificates to the amount of $33,978,767. In all, we have in silver, be- 
cause tht certificates are specifically payable in silver, $116,959,326. 

Suppose we should now force the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
out these silver dollars and the silver certificates, force them upon tiie 
people whether they are willing to take them or not, refuse to pay gold, 
refuse to pay greenbacks, force out this $118,000,000, what effect would 
that have at once in bringing you to the silver standard? I will allow 
every Senator to answer that for himself. Sir, we are only kept from 
meeting this possible calamity by redeeming and taking in this silver, 
and the very fact that the silver dollar is safely stored in the Treasury 
is the best protection to the value of silver. 

I have thought all along—and that is another criticism of this ad- 
ministration which I would wish to make in all kindness—that tlivy 
have not availed themselves of the legal power to use silver certificates 
in accumulating gold coin and bullion. I never could understand why 

process was permanently stopped. There are four distinct pr- 
visions of law which authorize the use of any money in the Treasury 
for the purchase of gold and gold bullion. We have in the Treasury 
$32,000,000 of silver certificates. This fall when the demand for ct- 
ton and wheat and the other productions of the country begins to be 
active the gold will come from foreign countries, because there is 10 
balance of trade against us to settle. But few of our securities are 
held abroad, or if they are held they are held firmly. The demand 
will come here for our natural uctions, and I do not see then why 
the Secretary of the Treasury not do as his predecessors did, buy 
gold to fortify the gold reserve. If he has any fear of the disappear- 
ance of gold, instead of borrowing a ridiculous sum from the bankers 
in order to support his reserve, it seems to me he might have got .0!( 
in the Treasury in exchange for certificates. His predecessors bouy!it 
eighty-odd millions of gold by silver certificates; and why? This mouvy 
is brought here in the form of bullion or foreign coin, not immediate!) 
convertible and not in form for ready use. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know the Senator wishes to be accurate. 1)\ 
not the last Secretaries of the Treasury under Republican adminis('- 
tions cease that ? Was it not stopped long before the preset 


Secretary of the Treasury came in? 
Mr. & . It was stopped for a time because the certificates 
0 ee ee 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it had not been renewed, and has not beet 


on SUERMO "phar tao renewed by him. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I think he ought to renew it. _I believe the Sex- 
ator is correct. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. He has in his hands $32,000,000 of silver certifi- 
cates. There is no reason why these should not be converted into gold. 
It is true the silver certificates come back for customs duties and for all 


theother operations of the Government. Still to that measure it would 
bea relief. As they come back they are paid out, if the state of the 
market will justify it. Why, you may ask, do the owners of gold coin 
and bullion take silver certificates? Because coin in any form, espe- 
cially as imported, is not in an available condition for use. If there 
was a tightness in the money market, or rather a scarcity of currency, 
then the issue of these certificates for gold coin or bullion would sup- 
ply an active currency, while the gold rarely is active currency. It 
must be ted by some form of paper money, and the silver cer- 
tificates will be received, sent down to New Orleans, sent West to the 
great plains and there applied to the purchase of all the productions of 
the country for export abroad. In due time the silver certificate flows 
back into the Treasury, but the gold is there and remains, while the 
certificate in due course may be again used to purchase more gold or to 
pay current expenditures, and in that way the reserve may be fortified. 

As I said, this is not an administration of which I am any part or lot, 
but I want to be fair by it, treat it as [would our own. In proposing 
this amendment, the Committee on Finance, a majority of which is 
Republican, propose to do by this administration what has been done 
by a Democratic Senate and by a Democratic House in a Republican 
administration, not to cripple the Secretary, not to compel him to do 
what his judgment condemns, but to allow him reasonable discretion. 
If there is anything clear, Mr. Jordan and Mr. Fairchild are firmly op- 
posed tothe House resolution. Theysaid sotous. They gave us their 
reasons for it. We thoughton the whole that they were accumulating 
@ greater reserve than was necessary to protect the public credit and 
the public interest, yet we did not feel justified in compelling them to 
go to the extent in dissipating the reserve as required by the House, 
which they regarded as injurious to the public service, to the credit and 

ublic faith of our country. We therefore provided for this movable 
Sealine balance of $20,000,000. We put it lower than experience 
shows has been required every year forthe last eight or ten years. The 
fluctuation, the ebb and flow of the currency, demand this sum of 
money. The table to which I have already referred shows that even in 
ordinary times at special periods of the year increased payments in a 
single day must be made and must be provided for by previous accu- 
mulations equal to this floating balance. To deny it is to open the 
resumption reserve for ordinary wants of the Treasury. 

There is another probable effect of this measure to be noticed. My 
friend from Kansas and also my friend from Kentucky talked about con- 
tracting the currency. There never was a more severe, harsh contrac- 
tion of the currency than is by this joint resolution. How will 
that happen? Youcall bonds. You ought to call them and pay them 
off. You call them at the rate of $10,000,000 a month. When you call 


$10,000,000 of bonds $8,600,000 of these belong to the national banks 


and are the basis of your banking system. 

Mr. TELLER. How many ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Eight million six hundred thousand dollars out of 
$10,000,000; that is, there are $136,000,000 of outstanding bonds re- 
deemable, and the amount held by the national banks is $114,000,000 


or $115,000, 000. 
Mr. TELLER. The banks hold $118,000,000 all told. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. There is some little difference be- 


tween gentlemen. 
Mr. KLLISON. I made the calculation that they hold $106,000,000. 
Mr. TELLER. And then they hold $14,000,000 more. 
Mr. SHERMAN. When you pay for the bonds the banks are de- 
of their circulation. They are compelled to gather in the United 
notes and bring them to the Treasury and there deposit them in 
the Treasury, which assumes the payment of the outstanding bank 
notes. But the law of Congress is so firm and strong that every note 
of the bank which comes into the Treasury has to be sent to Washing- 
ton and here retired and canceled. At this time under previous calls 
there are $60,000,000 of the United States notes tied up by the express 
provisions of the law which can-not be paid out, but will lie there to 
redeem an equal amount of bank circulation which you have with- 


Subjoined is our usual 
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drawn or driven out of circulation. If this measure passes, and they 
call for $116,000,000 of these bonds, the banks will be compelled to re- 
tire about $160,000, 000 of their circulation, and the pending the presen- 
tation of the notes the bank must gather ap United States notes equal 
in amount to the bank bills to be retired and deposit them in the 
Treasury for the sole purpose of redeeming the bank bills when pre 
sented. From the beginning of this operation the volume of currency is 
reduced to the extent of 90 per cent. of the bonds called held by the bank. 

Sir, so sharp a contraction has never happened since our financial 
system was started as will be required by the operation of this joint 
resolution. It was not so designed. The gentlemen who framed this 
measure and supported it did not intend to contract the currency; but 
such is its effect as often happens with unwise financial legislation. 

It is said these notes will all come in rapidly. They will not. The 
fact is, your $60,000,000 of greenbacks are now held to redeem out- 
standing notes heretofore retired by the compulsory action of the Gov- 
ernment. Experience shows that they do not comein. They are cir- 
culating, but the greenbacks are tied up, and the law requires that the 
greenbacks when deposited shall be kept there intact for the sole and 
only purpose of redeeming the bank notes retired. 

Still, all things considered, the Committee on Finance came to tho 
conclusion that they would report an amendment which would require, 
according to the House provision, about $50,000,000 to be retired. 
That is an enormous contraction. It seems to me that is far enough, 
I do not want to take the responsibility of going further. Indeed I 
sometimes doubt whether in interfering with the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in regard to this matter we have not gone too 
far. At allevents he ought to be left free to meet a possible emergency 
in the future. 

There is one amendment and one amendment only which I wish to 
suggest to my friend from Iowa, that I think would remove a trouble 
in the minds of some Senators who have spoken. It was said that if 
we pass the joint resolution as the Senate committee have reported it 
the Secretary of the Treasury would hold that the contingency pro- 
vided for here had already arrived and was upon him, and that as an 
emergency existed he would not obey the law. I take it that a Secre- 
tary of the Treasury who disregards the provision of this law would 
find himself in a very dangerous position. I do not believe he would 
put that construction upon it. I give Mr. Jordan and Mr. Fairchild 
credit ior supposing that if the law is passed just as we have it they 
would do just what the law requires in case it became the law; but I 
would put in after the words ‘‘and in the case of any extraordinary 
emergency’’ the words ‘‘ not now foreseen,’’ so as to make an emer- 
gency to happen in the future independent of existing fact. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to ask the Senator if half a 
dozen of these same people in New York can not get up an emergency 
to order whenever they want, as they did last summer? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isour credit so poor that half a dozen millionaires 
can get upascare and break the Government? I donot fear them atall, 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Did they not do it last summer? 

Mr.SHERMAN. No, sir; they frightened somebody, but why wasit? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. They frightened the Secretary of the Treas- 





ury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may be, but they did not disturb, nor can 
they disturb, the security of our currency. Nothing will disturb this, 
unless it should be the settled conviction of the people that Congress is 
determined to change the standard of all value in this country and make 
it rest entirely upon 4124 grains of silver instead of 25.8 grains of gold. 
If Congress is determined to bring us to a single silver standard they 
can do so, but it will be by Congress not by the bankers. The bank- 
ers will take advantage of their opportunities and will protect them- 
selves, and the burden of that loss will be made to fall upon the people, 
whose daily labor will be measured by a depreciated dollar with less 
purchasing power than the gold dollar. This is the uniform result of 
financial fallacies and depreciated currency. 

Mr. President, this is all I desire to say about this matter. I shall 
vote for the amendment as it stands and against the resolution if not 
amended. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


table, affording a comparative view of the bank returns, the bank rate of discount, the price of consols, the price of wheat, and the lead- 


ing exchanges during a period of four years corresponding with the present date, as well as ten years back, namely. : 
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At corresponding dates with the present week. July 12,1876. July 18, 1883. July 16, 1884. July 15, 1885. 
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The principal items in the latest weekly accounts published by the following Continental and American banks are compared below with the previous state- 
ment and with the corresponding statement of last year: 
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BANK OF FRANCE. 
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Comparative increase or de- 
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July 15, 1886. 
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July 7, 1886. 
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Mr. TELLER. I donot intend todetain the Senate with any lengthy 
discussion of this question. I am not intending to vote for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The question seems to me to be entirely devoid of politics, as has 
been suggested, and to be one simply of business. 1 think every- 
body admits that if this money can be properly paid without disturb- 
ing the credit of the Government it ought to be paid. So it comes down 
to the simple question whether we have the means to meet the de- 
mands made by this resolution as it came from the House. 

As it is amended by the Committee on Finance, it is practically set- 
ting apart $120,000,000, never to be used at all unless some man hold- 
ing a greenback should go to the Treasury ent to have it re- 
deemedin gold. The excess over $100,000,000, whichis not to be used 
at all, will be an absolute dedication forever, until at least the law is 
repealed or a new administratsen with different ideas shall come into 
power, forever to be kept in the Treasury for the purpose of strength- 
ening, it is said, the national credit. 

The principal objection I have to this resolution is that it recognizes 
the necessity of maintaining and keeping at all times in the Treasury 
of the United States $100,000,000 in coin for the purpose of meeting an 
imaginary demand, a demand that seven years’ experience has taught us 
is not likely to be made. But I believe it may be and proper 
for those who believe the public debt should be paid to vote for this 
resolution in order that the excess over and above the $100,000,000 
may be paid out upon the public debt and the burden of the people 
so far at least reduced. 

I stated that in my judgment this is a practical dedication of $20,- 
000,000 in addition to what is already locked up in the Treasury for 
specific purposes. If there is any merit in that resevation it is that it 
may meet a possible demand. That twenty millions will not meetany 
possible demand atall. The Department will regard it as its duty to 
keep the $20,000,000 before a call is made, and the call must be made 
thirty days in advance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not by law. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, by law. The call must be made thirty days 
in advance, and during that time the money will come in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was that law changed? It used to be ninety 
days. 

Mr. TELLER. It is thirty days now. I do not remember when it 
was changed. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] I think gave 
the date, but I did not notice it. I know that is the law now. 

During that time the revenues are coming in at the rate of a million 
dollars a day, and the expenditures are going on fortunately at consid- 
erably less than that sum. Eve.yvhing to-day in the financial world 
indicates that there will be more money taken by the Government for 
the fiscal year in which we are now than there was for the last. The 
imports are increasing, and the revenues from that source and other 
sources are increasing. . 

I said a moment ago that it is a simple business ition. Are 
we able to pay $10,000,000 month on the public indebtedness? Ido 
not think it is a matter of discussion that if.we are able we ought so 
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to pay. For the preceding four years before this administration came 
into power, with no greater revenues, with greater prospects now for 
revenue than the Government of the United States reduced its 
debt at the rate of something over $10,000,000 a month. 

In 1885 there was a change in the administration and a change in 
the methods of keeping the books. Every item that could be passed 
to the liability account was there Interest was accounted day 
by day and put in the list of liabilities, although it might not be due 
for months. The hundred millions that had stood asa reserve by order 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and not by law—by order, I repeat, 
of the of the Treasury, and that only, and not by law—was 
put on the Ist of April, or soon after, in the liability aecount of the 
Government; and then when the balance was struck on the 4th day of 
March, 1885, there was less than $9,000,000 standing to the credit of 
the Government of the United States in the Treasury, according to the 
em tof the Secretary of the Treasury that came to us last No- 
vember. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you the statement? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Vermont asks me if I have the 
statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not doubt it atall, but I should like to have 
it appear in the Recorp. 

Mr. TELLER. On page 13 of the Secretary’s report it will be found. 
This is dealing with the time the administration changed, the 4th of 
March, 1885: 

Net balance in the Treasury, $8,764,590. 11. 


I read from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1885, signed 
by Daniel Manning, made up to November last. On page 14 I find 
this statement: 


Net balance in Treasury, $66,818,292.38. The balancein the Treasury has there- 
fore been increased within the above period by the sum of $58,053,702.27. 

On the 4th of March, 1885, there was in the Treasury of the United 
States $379,166,353.40. On June 30 there was in the Treasury, as 
shown by the financial statement of the Government, $509,894, 109.67, 
On November 1, 1885, the balance, as I have said, was $66,818, 292.38. 
On the 30th of June, 1886, the balance was $104,473,605.61. I am 
speaking of the net balance now. In other words, there had been 
$95,000,000 accumulated in the Treasury from March 4, 1885, to June 
30, 1886, and during that time the Secretary of the Treasury had paid 
of the public debt about $50,000,000. By my statement it is $50,135, - 
000, and according to the statement made by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLIson] it was $54,000,000. 

There, then, are the two sums, $95,000,000 in the course of a year, 
the net balance, and $50,000,000 to add, making $145,090,000 of net 
accretion, or what is equivalent to that, in the United States Treasury, 
or a sum in excess of the ordinary expenditures of the Government of 
$145,000,000. 

But in addition to that the administration has reduced the non-in- 
terest-paying debt of the United States during this time more than 
$72,000,000. Sixty-one million dollars of that amount was by the 
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cancellation of silver certificates and gold certificates as they came in, 
and gold was paid out or silver was paid out for them. The balance, 
nearly $12,000,000, was for certificates that came in in the ordinary 
way in the payment of the revenues of the Government, that were 
canceled and destroyed by the Department. So that, too, must be 
added to the sums I have mentioned. i 

It is apparent that during a very long period of years last past there 
has been an income to the Government of the United States over and 
above its current expenses, or a surplus, of not less than $10,090,000 a 
month, and since this administration has been in power, counting all 
the sums as charged to liabilities that onght not to be so charged, but 
allowing them to go there, upon their own book-keeping there has 
been $9,812,000 of surplus every month of this administration; and yet 
we are told that starting with $101,000,000 of balance they can not 
honestly pay $10,000,000 a month. 

Why, Mr. President, if the surplus continues as it has they need to 
touch the balance in the vaults for only $200,000 a month. ‘Tivo hun- 
dred thousand dollars a month added to the surplus, if the surplus con- 
tinues for the next fourteen months as it has continued for the last six- 
teen, will pay, without any further diminution of the $104,000,000 
standing to the credit of the Government unused, independent of the 
question of $100,000,000 for the reserve. 

The henorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the hcnorable 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] talk about the danger of putting 
the Government to paying out this surplus without a working balance, 
when there is a working balance now to begin with of $104,000,000 
practically that can be expended under any view of the case, and $75, - 
000,000 that may be used, $75,000,000 if you discard the minor coin, 
$75,000,000 with a surplus coming in almost equivalent to the payment 
that is to be made, with every prospect that the surplus will be increased 
much in the coming months over what it was in the past, and yet we 
are told that you must set apart a sum of $20,000,000, lock it up where 
it never will draw interest, and keep it out of the circle of business 
and trade for the purpose of strengthening the public credit. Mr. Pres- 
ident, the public credit will be ened by the payment of our 
honest debts. When the people shall be convinced that the Treasury 
Department does not intend to create an increased value for money by 
locking up the funds of the people in the Treasury the credit of the 
Government will be promoted. 

Mr. President, a Senator asks me in an undertone what is the present 
rate of interest, and I suppose that is for the purpose of intimating to 
me that money is already too cheap. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I did not mean any such thing. 

Mr. TELLER. What does the Senator mean ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely mean to get information. 

Mr. TELLER. I will admit that every moneyed center is fall of 
money; I will admit that there never has been a time in the history of 
this country when the coffers of bankers and millionaires were so over- 
flowing as to-day; and it is not only so in this country, but it is so all 
over the world. It is as much so to-day in England, in France, and in 
Germany as it is in the United States, and it is owing to the legislation 
of the various governments of the world carried on in the interest, not 
of the men who do business, but in the interest of the men who own 
the money. Itisa conspiracy against labor, against production, against 
industry, in the interest of the men who have grasped the wealth of the 
world; but it is not a conspiracy that started in this country; it had its 
origin abroad and we have fallen into it, and the Government of the 
United States for ten years has been its willing and its active agent. I 
say that of my own political party, which has been guilty in many in- 
stances, and it has been the active, efficient agent of the conspiracy for 
the of increasing the value of the dollar and decreasing the value 
of a of men everywhere in the world. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the present rate of interest? That is my 


question. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will say again the interest is not 
high. Themen who hold the money are looking to legislation and are 
trusting that there shall be an appreciation of their dollars by law as 
has been done for ten years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 
me, because I am merely a neophyte in this business struggling for in- 
formation, I want to ask him whether he does or does not know that 
in Colorado and New York and Vermont and Mississippi and every- 
where people can borrow money on a reasonable and fair security at a 
less rate than they could at any time in the history of this Government 
for & last one hundred years, and that takes in the whole Govern- 
ment?° 

Mr. TELLER. That is true the world over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but is it not true here? 

Mr. TELLER. Ifa man owns a Government bond he can borrow 
money upon it, if that is what it means, cheaper than he could at any 
other time in the history of the world ; but if he owns a manufactory 
that makes cloth, a mill that makes iron, a farm that produces wheat, 
he can not borrow the money for the same rate that he could fifteen 
years ago. That is what the trouble is. The men who hold money 
will Jend itupon money ; they will not lend it upon anything else, and 
they have wisely held it, and the men, who five years ago put their 
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money in their coffers and sat down and waited have got more money 
than they would 2f they had put it in any enterprise, although it never 
has moved a wheel or turned a furrow in all that time. 
the increase has been to them more than to have putit in any produc- 
tive pursuit in the world. 


The accretion, 


Gentlemen talk to-day about the 74cent dollar. Why, Mr. Presi- 


dent, it will buy more to-day of everything that a man eats and drinks 
and wears than it would twenty years ago, and I am prepared at any 
time to show, from the official publications of prices, that this is no mere 
statement, but a fact. 
ten years ago. 
money and a depreciation of everything else in the world in the last 
decade. 


It will buy more to-day than it would in 1876, 


Why? Because there has been an appreciation of 


So the Senator asks, ‘‘ What is the rate of interest.’’ Why is it that 


mien are prepaced to loan upon bonds at 2 per cent. who will not loan 
upon a mill at 5 per cent. ? 
take the mill in payment of the debt. 
cent. upon bonds who will not put their money in a farm or in a man- 
ufactory orin a railroad or in any public enterprise. 
they will get the property and not the money. 


They fear that they may be compelled to 
Men will loan money at 2 per 
Why? They fear 


With five hundred millions.of money locked up in the national Treas- 


ury, with millions locked up by every bank which can lock it up, with 
all business in the country standing still, with no new enterprises being 


D 


started, we are told that we must keep locking up the money, that we 
must keep a great sum of money in the Treasury to preserve our credit ! 
A hundred million was locked up in 1879 for the purpose of making 
the greenback as good as gold. 
Treasury strengthening itself at that time, nobody doubted that it was 


Nobody doubted the propriety of the 


wise and prudent, for nobody could quite foretell what would be the 


demand made upon the Treasury by the holders of nation.) notes. In 
the first year $11,000,000 of greenbacks were exchanged for gold, in the 


next six years $4,000,000, or thereabouts, were exchanged for gold. 
You would have supposed, with a debt that was payable and bearing 
interest, that the Government might have put forth an effurt to take 
in the bonded debt and reduce the interest on the money that experi- 


ence had demonstrated was not needed and was not wanted for the 


purpose of maintaining the public credit, so far as the greenback was 
concerned. 

But no, it is a part and parcel of the idea that money is not to be 
used in the ordinary and legitimate channels of trade, but it is to be 
held for its appreciative power. It is to be held that it may grow, not 
by performing the functions and duties of money, but lying idle in the 
coffers—it may grow in potency by the depreciation and by the degra- 
dation of everything that goes to make life comfortable and valuable in 
this country in its material interests. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me toask him 
a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am very much impressed by the remarks the Sen- 
ator has made in reference to the amount of money held in the vaults 
of the banks and their failure to use it. What I desire to ask the Sen- 
ator is this: Does he know of any feasible plan by which he can com- 
pel the men who have money to put it out in circulation? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. 

Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. TELLER. 
vada. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, addressed the Senate. [See Appendix, ] 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
TELLER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield for a motion to adjourn or to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
for reference. 


I should iike to answer that question. 
I should like to have the answer. 
I will yield with pleasure to the Senator from Ne- 


The Senator from Colorado [ Ar. 


The Chair will present certain bills 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of William E. Bond was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The following bill and joint resolution were severally read twice by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 9644) for the erection of a public building at Jefferson, 
Tex.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 295) permitting the public building au- 
thorized by act of Congress approved June 30, 1886, at Savannah, Ga., 
to be located not less than 40 feet from any other building instead of 
50 feet, as provided in said act. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the 
United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacilic Rail- 
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road Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Supe- RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


rior to Puget Sound and to restore the same to settlement, and for other Thomas B. Davis, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
purposes. : : at Lincoln, Nebr., vice Henry D. Root, term expired. 
Mr. DOLPH. The amendment of the House is to strike outallof| pradiey M. Thompson, of East Saginaw, Mich., to be receiver of pub- 


the bill except the enacting clause and insert what is known as the | };, moneys at East Saginaw, Mich., vice George B. Brooks, term ex- 
House bill forfeiting all the grant west of the Missouri River. I move pired. , ; 


that the Senate disagree to the amendment and agree to the conference 


POSTMASTERS. 
asked for by the House. The House has asked for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes. George E. Lorenz, to be postmaster at Toledo, Lucas County, Ohio, 


1 : . . P hose commission expired April 26, 1886. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President vice Patrick H. Dowling, * 

' : James L. Mathews, to be postmaster at Ellicott City, Howard 
t : { : ? 
poe was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the County, Maryland, vice James G. Kirkwood, term expires August 4, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. ; ae 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of WITHDRAWAL 
executive business. : : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- Henry Stowell, nominated to be postmaster at Seneca Falls, N. Y. 
eration of executive business. After eleven minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes . os CONFIRMATION. 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 30, 1886, Executive nominaticn confirmed by the Senate July 27, 1886. 
at 11 o’clock a. m. TERRITORIAL JUDGE. 
James H. McLeary, of Texas, to be associate justice of the supreme 
NOMINATIONS. | court of the Territory of Montana. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate this 29th day of July, 1886. 
SECOND ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. | 
| 


Alvey A. Adee, of the District of Columbia, now Third Assistant Sec- 
retary of State, to be Second Assistant Secretary of State, vice William 
Hunter, deceased. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 29, 1886. 


THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. | The House met at 11o’clock a.m. Prayerby Rev. Dr. BuLLock, of 
John B. Moore, of Delaware, to be Third Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 


vice Alvey A. Adee, nominated to be Second Assistant Secretary. The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. CORRECTION. 

E. Spencer Pratt, of Mobile, Ala., to be minister resident and consul- Mr. COBB. I desire to make a correction. The REcoRD makes me 
general of the United States to Persia, vice Frederick H. Winston, re- say that 90 per cent. of the people of the Northwest are dishonest men. 
signed. I did not mean to say that. I meant to say that 90 per cent. of the en- 

ASSOCIATE TERRITORIAL JUSTICE. tries of which I was speaking were fraudulent. 


Thomas C. Beach, of Montana, to be associate justice of the supreme PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
court of the Territory of Montana, office created by an act of Congress, wr KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that on the question of 
approved July 10, 1886. concurring in the Senate amendment providing for the pay of clerks to 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. | Senators I voted ‘‘no’’ yesterday under a misapprehension, in contra- 


Thomas J. Arnold, of San Diego, Cal., to be collector of customs for ‘diction of every vote that I have heretofore cast upon that subject. If 


the district of San Diego, Cal., vice George A. Johnson, whose com- I had voted otherwise it would not have changed the result, but I feel 
mission will expire July 29, 1886. it due to myself to make this explanation of what must seem an ec- 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. centric vote. 


John B. Redman, of Maine, to be collector of internal revenue for the | R . ge all swe —— 
district of Maine, vice Franklin J. Rollins, who was suspended; the | 7 sae Manu Sei ss ae Panera eo ee ot ; 
nomination of Charles H. Chase, who was designated and afterward | > Er. SADLER, Sor'the remainder of the seamen, on account of im- 


; : ino : i portant business. 
nominated to the Senate, having been reject To Mr. GROSVENOR, for the remainder of the session, to enable him 
INDIAN AGENTS. 


to attend the Grand Army of the Republic reunion at San Francisco. 
Melmoth C. Williams, of Statesville, N. C., to be agent for the In- To Mr. HENLEY, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

dians of the Puebloagency in New Mexico, vice Pedro Sanchez, resigned. To Mr. STONE, of Missouri, indefinitely, on account of important 
The nomination of Delores Romero for said office, delivered to the | _ business. 

Senate December 15, 1885, is this day withdrawn. | ‘To Mr. Lona, on and after July 31. 
Elmer A. Howard, of Fairfield, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians of To Mr. Storm, for the remainder of the session, on account of illness 

the Pima ageacy in Arizona, vice Roswell G. Wheeler, resigned. in his family. 


FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. | ee as goat : all 
‘cal De r. } r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen e 
E ; Metical wement, ‘ ' Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
Lieut. Col. David L. Magrader, surgeon, to be surgeon, with the of the bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of William E. Bond, and that 
rank of colonel, July 26, 1886, vice Brown, retired from active service. the same be put upon its passage. 
_ Maj. Charles T. Alexander, surgeon, to be surgeon, with the rankof The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair wil! 
lieutenant-colonel, July 26, 1886, vice Magruder, promoted. "ask for objections. 
Capt. Henry M. Cronkhite, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with _ ‘The bill was read, as follows: . 
the rank of major, July 26, 1886, vice Alexander, promoted. | Bettenacted, &c., That the Sccretary of the Treasu an taherehy, directed 
Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. to pay to William E. Bond, late internai-revenue po aera al first district of 


N Caro of in the Treasu the 
Second Lieut. Henry A. Greene, to be first lieutenant, July 24, 1886, on an Seine fe sash paid into the Soummny by the said Willis at m 


vice Low, deceased. ar wile collector of internal revenue, in excess of the taxes actually co!- 
ected by him. 


Second Regiment of Cavalry. The SPEAK Is tl ; 
Second Lieut. Thomas J. Lewis, to be first lieutenant, July 26, 1886, | this bill? -~ SER ee F — 


vice Dinwiddie, retired from active service. There was no objection. 


FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
Medical Department. engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Freeman V. Walker, of Georgia, to be assistant surgeon, with the Mr. SKINNER moved to reconsider the vote e which the bill was 


rank of first lieutenant, July 27, 1886, vice Cronkhite, promoted. ponte and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. The latter motion was agreed to. 


Assistant Paymaster Eustace B. Rogers, of California, to ogee BARRACKS IN WYOMING AND NEBRASKA. 
» P 


assistant paymaster from the 2d of "November, 1864, oice Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 

moted, and Allen, resigned. Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 

SOLICITOR-GENERAL., E alam bill No. 1935, authorizing and directing the Secretary of WV." 

George A. Jenks, of Pennsylvania, to be Solicitor-General, vice Sam- en and complete nets military quarters and barracks 
uel F. Phillips, resigned. in Wyoming Territory ie a in the State of Nebraska. 
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The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is an appropriation of $200,000 in the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill to be expended in connection with the mili- 
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the consideration of the Senate amendments to the general deficiency 
bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Lobject. 

Mr. BURNES. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
















tary posts. sidering the Senate amendments to the general deficiency bill. 
Mr. DORSEY. But there is an amendment which cuts it down to The motion was agreed to. 
$150,000. The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Unien, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the amend- 
ments of the Senate toe the bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BURNES. These amendments are one hundred and twenty- 
two in number. They aggregate the sum of $1,892,195.77. The 
amount of the increase by the Senate committee on the bill as it passed 
the House is $650,850.94. The additional items placed upon the bill 
by the Senate amount to $1,241,344.83. As members are aware,the 
Committee on Appropriations recommend concurrence in a large num- 


Mr. RANDALL. There is already an appropriation for such pur- 
poses, and I object to the consideration of this bill. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JEFFERSON, TEX. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 9644) for the erection of a public building at 
Jefferson, Tex., and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. ‘rhe bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 























thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a site and cause to be 
erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof vaults, 
for the use and accommodation of the United States district and circuit courts, 
and for accommodation of the post-office, revenue, and other Government offices, 
and for other Government uses, at Jefferson,in the State of Texas. The site, 
and building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications to be pre- 
viously le and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed 
in cost the sum of $50,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for 
the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the 
transaction of the public business,and which shall not exceed in cost the bal- 
ance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been purchased and a 
for, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury ; and no purchase 
of site,nor plan for said building,shall be approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $50,000 for site 
and building; and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to 
danger from fire by an open § of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys : 
Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to the 
said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Texas shall 
cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time 
the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except 
ee of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil proc- 
ess therein. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
g engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
— passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1143) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver 
four condemned gun-carriages to the Grand Army of the Republic of 
Somerville, Mass., to be used for monumental purposes. 

Mr. BYNUM. I eall for the regular order. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morning 
hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALLY ANN BRADLEY. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. I 
move that the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5394) granting a pension 
to Sally Ann Bradley, with the veto message of the President, be post- 
poned until the second Tuesday of the next session of Congress. 

= a of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. In relation to this bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to know whether the vetoed 
bills going over to next seasion will lose their present status. 

The SPEAKER. They will not. 

The motion of Mr. GROSVENOR was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a resolution, and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon. 

Mr. LAIRD. I understand that the demand for the regular order 
has been withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER. If it is withdrawn, then the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts _ HAYDEN] has been ized. 

Mr. DALL. I insist upon the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. LAIRD. This isa matter which involves the expenditure of 
$160,000 appropriated by the Forty-eighth Congress to purchase the 
Fort Brown reservation in Texas, for which money it is now alleged 
there is no uate consideration. 

The SPEAK The Chair would recognize the gentleman, but the 
regular order is insisted upon by gentlemen on both sides of the House. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Task by unanimous consent the House proceed to 


ber of these amendments and non-concurrence in the remainder. For 
the purpose of expediting business, and trusting that with the ther- 
mometer showing largely up in the nineties we may be able to pass upon 
these amendments within an hour, I ask that we proceed to the read- 
ing of the first amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. In order to facilitate the disposition of so large a 


number of amendments I ask unanimous consent (without, however, 
having consulted the gentleman from Missouri) that as these various 
amendments are read by the Clerk and the gentleman in charge of the 
bill announces concurrence or non-concurrence, the recommendation of 
the Committee on Appropriations shall be considered agreed to nem. con. 
unless a vote is called for. 
required for submitting each proposition to aseparate vote. 


This will save the time which would be 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]? 


Mr. HISCOCK. lIask the chairman to state the proposition. We 


could not hear the statement of the gentleman from Indiana. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 


consent that as each amendment is read, and as the gentleman in charge 
of the bill indicates the recommendation of the Committee on Appro- 


priations for concurrence or non-concurrence, the action indicated be 
considered as taken by the Committee of the Whole unless some gentle- 
man objects and asks for a vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
tion of any amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, I object. 

Amendments numbered 1 and 2 were read and concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 3, 4,and 5 were read and non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 6 was read and concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 7 was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

“ To pay Fulton Paul, late consul-general at Bucharest, for protest fees and ex- 
penses incurred by him on his draft for contingent expenses for second quarter 
of 1884, while consul at Odessa, Russia, returned to him on account of the ex- 
haustion of the appropriation for contingent expenses United States consulates 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, $22.50.” 

Mr. BURNES. The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman please state some reason for 
non-concurrence? This money was undoubtedly expended by this offi- 
cer, and necessarily expended. I trust the gentleman will give us 
some information in support of the motion to non-concur. 

Mr. BURNES. I will answer the inquiry of the gent » an from 
New Jersey by saying that the committee was desirous of having the 
views of the Senate conferees with regard to the twenty-odd dollars 
charged for protesting a single draft. It isa smail matter and will 
probably be concurred in finally; but in view of the fact that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House had a vote on this proposition when the 
bill was first considered, we desire to learn from the Senate conferees 
their views with regard to the seeming extravagance of this charze. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then the motion to non-concur will have no 
special significance ? 

Mr. BURNES. Not at all. 
ence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 8 and 9 were read and concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 were 
read and non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 19 was read and concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 20, 21, and 22 were read and non-concurred 
in. 

Amendment numbered 23 was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

“*In case where vouchers and accounts based upon expenditures under appro- 
priations heretofore made have been suspended or disallowed since January 1, 


1885, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to cause to 
be revised by the accounting officers of the Treasury such disallowed or sus 
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pended accounts and vouchers; and upon such revision such accounts and 
vouchers,and payments covered by the same, shall be allowed by such account- 
ing officers where it appears that the United States received and used or re- 
tained the consideration and value stipulated for by the appropriate executive 
officer of the Government who authorized and directed the payments in such 
cases to be made, or who authorized or directed the services rendered or the 
supplies or materials so furnished: Provided, That no fraud appears or is shown 


in such transaction.” 

Mr. BURNES. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman from Missouri explain 
this paragraph? 

Mr. BURNES. This may be regarded as a general relief act in re- 
gard to all these claims heretofore rejected by the accounting officers. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Rejected since January 1, 1885. 

Mr. BURNES. It has occurred to me, and I think it did to the com- 
mittee, that this would be almost equivalent to the establishment of a 
new tribunal for the purpose of reviewing the action of the former ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Not former accounting officers; the present 
accounting officers. Is not that so? 

Mr. BURNES. I think it will be found that this proposition is in 
conflict with all the existing laws with regard to these matters. But 
I will say to my friend from Maine that we have not given this subject 
as thorough examination as we desire; we wish to learn from the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate their reasons and views in reference to 
it, so that ultimately, if necessary, we may report to the House all the 
facts and law bearing upon the subject. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suppose this provision results from what is 
considered on the partof the Senate unreasonable decisions of the Comp- 
trollers of the Treasury. 

Mr. BURNES. It may be so. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There have been public ramors of very queer 
action. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 24, 25, 26, 27, and 28 were read and non- 
concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 29 was read and concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 36 were read and 
non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 42 were read and 
concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 43 and 44 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 45 was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 46 was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 47 and 48 were concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 49 to 61, inclusive, were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 62 was read, as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the United States and Brazil 
Mail Steamship Company for carrying the Uni States mails during the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1886, $36,000, 

Mr. BURNES. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the order to non-concur is made on this 
amendment I will ask if it isa mere formal non-concurrence; for it 
seems to me it isa claim that should be paid. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral entered into an arrangement with this steamship company to carry 
the Brazilian mails for $30,000, or agreed to recommend to Congress the 
payment of that sum. 

Mr. BURNES. At present, so far as the committee has information, 
it is probably a mere formal non-concurrence for want of sufficient data 
on which to base action. At the same time I will say we intend in 
conference to give ita thorough investigation, and if occasion arise will 
report it back to the House for instruction. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

Amendments numbered 63 to 67, inclusive, were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 68 was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 69 was read, as follows: 


Strike out of the original bill, beginning with line 1460, the words: “And 


hereafter the whole of the compensation and fees @ commissioner, and to 


which he may be entitled, for services in the examination of criminal charges, 
shall not exceed $800 per annum, or exceed that rate for any time less than a 


year.” 

Mr. BURNES. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. I think that.is a matter which should 
be reported back to the House before the conferees finally settle upon 
it. 1 would be glad to have my colleague on the committee give his 
attention to this matter. 

Mr. BURNES. I will say to my friend from Iowa that he knows it 
will be a great pleasure to me to report back anv item which any gentle- 
man desires to have further considered by the House. But he will re- 
member that this matter has been heretofore fully considered in the 
Committee of the Whole; and if I shall be named as one of the con- 
ferees, and can get the Senate conferees to recede from their position 1 
shall be inclined to accept their surrender. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That wasa matter put through the 
House hastily, I think, and without much understanding of its provis- 
ions. It was subject to a point of order in the House, though none was 
made. ‘There is a strong feeling growing in the House that injustice 
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has been done by this action. For my own part, I think a different 
result might be had in the House now if it was fully considered. 

Mr. BURNES. It will have full consideration; the gentleman can 
trust the conference, I am sure. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LorE having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal yea: 
ending June 30, 1687, and for other purposes; in which concurrence 
was requested. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Amendments numbered 70 and 71 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 72 was concurred in. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, all of the amendments from No. 73 
to and including 82, are merely corrections in the spelling of proper 
names of those parties who are judgment creditors of the United States 
by the decisions of the Court of Claims. If this statement is satisfac- 
tory to the House, I shall ask unanimous consent to concur in all of the 
amendments I have named. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

There being no objection, the amendments from No. 73 to 82, inclu- 
sive, were concu in. 

Amendments numbered 83 and 84 were concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 85 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 86 was read, as follows: 

To ensble the Secretary of the Senate to pay to Mary C. Miller, widow of Hon. 
John F. Miller, late a Senator from the State of California. deceased, the amount 
—— as a Senator from March 9, 1886, to March 3, 1887, inclusive, 

Mr. BURNES. The committee recommend concurrence. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection—— 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

The question was taken; and the motion of Mr. BURNES was agreed 
to. 
Amendments numbered 87, 88, 89, 90, and 91 were concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 92 and 93 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 94 to 97, inclusive, were concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 98, 99, and 100 were non-conecurred in. 

Amendment numbered 101 was read, as follows: 

To pay tothe widow of the late Hon. Wr.L1am H. Coie the amount of salary 
and allowance for stationery for the unexpired term of his service as a member 
of the Forty-ninth Congress, $3,458. 

Mr. BURNES. The committee recommend concurrence. 

Mr. PRICE. I demand a vote on that. 

The motion to concur was agreed to. 

Amendments numbered 102 to 107, inclusive, were concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 108 was.read, as follows: 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Papeqetutetiuns to pay A. Vangeuder 


$300 for extra compensation as assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions during the present session of Congress. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I believe the committee recommended con- 
currence in that amendment? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


That the House concur in the amendment of the Senate numbered 108 with 


an amendment as follows: After said amendment insert as a separate paragra)|i 
the following: 


“To enable the Clerk of the House to y to the legal representatives of W i!!- 
iam Blair Lord, late one of the Official rters of the House, a sum equal to 
six months’ salary and not exceeding for funeral expenses ; in alll, $3,000." 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I understand there will be no objection to 
that. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman I would be glad to know what the 
circumstances of this case are, whether this man left any children or 
widow ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. He did not. 

Mr. CANNON. No dependent relatives? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. He left a brother, and the son of his wife, to 
whom he was very much attached, and whom he made a member of 
his family in every way. 

Mr. CANNON. Anadult cr minor 

Mr. REED, of Maine. An adult. 

Mr. CANNON. What amount of property did he leave? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not know. 

Mr. CANNON. I have an impression that he left a very cousider- 
able estate. . 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is a mistake. I do not know the 
amount, but I have understood that it was not a large amount. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, I knew Mr. William Biair Lord very 











1886. 


? desk—I do not know how long, but some twenty or thirty 


years. 

, Mr. REED, of Maine. Twenty years. 

Mr. CANNON. Twenty years. But I very much doubt the pro- 
priety of following precedents any further in cases of this kind. Already 
at this session of Congress it is trne we have given by a separate bill a 
year’s salary to a deceased Doorkeeper of the House. 

“ Mr. CUTCHEON. Not to the Doorkeeper; to the other fellow. 

Mr. OWEN. Nor to his wife, nor his children, nor to his dependent 

ather. 

. Mr. CANNON. Thatistrue. But I am not here to talk about that. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I believe that was on the motion of the distin- 
ished economist from Texas. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe it was under the lead of the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas; and I think many gentlemen of this House have 
regretted their action in that particular. 

But here is a proposition to pay to the legal representatives, not cred- 
| itors as I understand, because I understand he did not owe anything, 

but to the legal representatives of a man having a considerable estate— 

a brother cae in years, not shown to be a dependent, there being 

no children—here is a proposition togive him asum equal to six months’ 

salary. 

ion if this has been usual, I believe the custom would be honored 
in the breach and not in the observance. Gentlemen must recollect, 
and I say it not to excite prejudice against this measure, that after all 
is said and done the money comes from the Treasury, and is raised by 
taxation which is inexorable, reaching every man, woman, and child 
that is a consumer of the whole sixty millions of our people; some of 
them rich, some of them poor. If, I grant you, there were minor 
children that had not anything éo live upon, if there was somebody de- 
pendent, I think it would be well to do this; but I doubt the propriety 
of following this precedent further. And I feel more free to make the 
objection here, because I will say of this late employé of the House he 
was a magnificent man in every respect. But I do not think his mem- 
ory requires this appropriation. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentlemen permit me a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HITT. Did not the House take exactly the action that is here 
proposed in the case of Mr. Hincks, the colleague of Mr. Lord, at the 
time of his death ? 

Mr. CANNON. Possibly; I do not recollect. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Not exactly this action, because in that case 
a full year’s salary was given. 

Mr. HITT. And he left a sister? 

Mr. CANNON. But the sister, as I recollect, was dependent, and 
it was a somewhat distressing case. Nobody is dependent here. It is 
a proposition in the name of the memory of a deceased employé of this 
House to give this sum, without any showing of necessity therefor, from 
the Treasury of the people to adults who are in no sense dependent; 
and I do not know whether they are worth more or less; whether they 
are worth $100,000 or $50,000 or half a million dollars, or nothing. 
There appears to be no information about that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I should not be able to reconcile myself to 
the amendment I have proposed upon the grounds upon which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cas*on] announces he would be reconciled 
to it. Iam very glad for my part he has brought up the question, be- 
cause I do not desire that this thing should be done except by the con- 
currence of the judgment of this House. 

I do not believe that we ought to encourage the growing disposition 
of giving sums out of the T to the House officials simply because 
they are House officials. But I do believe that it is fair and just that 
we should give a reasonable sum as a recognition of faithful services 
long continued. 

Let me give an example. In this very bill there is a proposition 
which has been passed over without objection to pay the full salary of 
the late Assistant Secretary of State, Mr. Hunter, in recognition of his 
long and useful services to the country. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 


_Mr. REED, of Maine. Allow me to finish this statement. I be- 
lieve that such an iture, instead of being charity, which we have 


no right to give, is a fair and legitimate expenditure of the public treas- 
ure in order to procure faithful service. I believe that such a recogni- 
tion of long-continued work, of long-continued faithful service, is an 
incentive to faithful service, and therefore a justifiable expenditure. 

Mr. LONG. Is the gentleman aware that the committee refused to 
concur in the amendment to which he has just referred ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. They will eventually pay it, no doubt, be- 
cause these are only formal non-concurrences. 


Now, what is the particular case? For twenty consecutive years 
Mr. Lord was the, reporter of this House, without any superior in the 
corps. it would be invidious for me to say more although I 
may think it. 

Mr. PRICE. At what salary? 

Mr. REED, of Five thousand dollars, subject to his expenses 
Which he had to pay for work done. What the net result was I do not 
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well, and esteemed him very greatly. He was for a long time at the | know. I only know that for services such as he rendered much larger 
reporters 





sums have been paid and are being paid to-day throughout the United 
States. Now, I feel that that isa proper expenditure of money. 
his colleague died a sum equal to a full year’s salary was given. 

I propose that we should give six months’ salary and the funeral ex- 
penses. He was, as I was saying when interrupted, for twenty years 
one of the best reporters we had in the House, and was for years before 
that in the employment of the Senate, giving thorough satisfaction at 
all times. Now, in this general paymentof money to the estates of de- 
ceased officers an omission looks like a reflection, and I submit that on 
the grounds which I have stated it is reasonable and just that thissum 
should be paid. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I most heartily concur in the views ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]. If the Gov- 
ernmentowestheestate of the deceased anything, I am in favor of paying 
it; but, as I do not understand that any such claim is set up, [ am op- 
posed, notwithstanding the long line of precedents, to voting a gratuity 
to this man’s or to apy other man’sestate. If the Government of the 
United States will pay its honest debts it will have enough to do with- 
out voting charities. We ought to be just before we undertake to be 
generous, and I think the sooner Congress abandons the practice of vot- 
ing six months’ or twelve months’ pay to the estates of deceased em- 
ployés or of members of this House or the other, the sooner they will 
evince by their action a just conception of the rights of the people and 
of their own powers under the Constitution. I trust that the amend- 
ment will not be adopted. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I have but a word to say. I always 
listen with great interest to everything that is said by the gentleman 
from the State of Maine [Mr. REED], but the only arguments I have 
heard from him in favor of this proposition are two. ‘The first is that 
he feels like giving this money. It does infinite honor to the gentle- 
man’s heart that he feels that way. So do I feel that way, but that is 
no reason for gratifying our feelings at the expense of the people of the 
United States. The gentleman’s other reason is that this man worked 
twenty years for the Government and received $100,000. Now, itmay 
be possible that there are men in the country doing like work and re- 
ceiving that amount of money, but is it not equally true that men of 
greater skill are pursuing lines of business which require them to work 
much harder for less pay? In other words, is not thisabove the aver- 
age of the wage that is received by the workers of the United States? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Has my friend noticed that there are quite 
a number of propositions to pay the estates of deceased members of 
Congress the full salaries of the members ? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir; and I am the only one in the House that is 
in a position to oppose al! such propositions consistently, because when- 
ever [ have had an opportunity to raise my voice or to cast my vote in 
this Congress or in the last Congress against propositions to pay any- 
body a dollar of anybody else’s money of which I am the custodian, 
unless there has been value received, I have done so. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. ReEp] unfortunately is not in a position to consist- 
ently take that ground. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think I am. 

Mr. PRICE. And when men appeal to me to doa thing that is wrong 
because similar wrong things have been done in years past, I must de- 
cline to do it unless some better reason can be given. It is sufficient 
for us to know that the bargain with this man for his services was $5,000 
a year, that he performed the service well, and that we paid him for it 
infull. Thatendsthe matter. We may feel like relieving the necessi- 
ties of every man, woman, and child in the world that needs relief, but 
we must get our philanthropy from our own hearts and put it in prac- 
tice from our own pockets. 

Mr. CANNON. Let mesay that the case is not at all upon all fours 
with the case of voting an allowance for the widows and children of 
deceased members. There the election is for two years, the man has 
arranged his business with reference to it, and the expenses of the cam- 
paign and other expenses incident to the position must be taken into 
consideration. 

Mr. PRICE. The cases are not exactly analogous, and there are in- 
finitely stronger reasons for the rejection of this proposition than for the 
rejection of the other, although there is very little excuse for the other 
either. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I ought to say something 
in to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. ReEp}.. If this were an original proposition I should not hesi- 
tate a moment to oppose it; but when I look back over our proceedings 
at this session of Congress and at preceding sessions I find almost in- 
numerable instances of appropriations of thischaracter. In this very 

| bill we have half a dozen such instances, to each one of which I am 
unalterably opposed on principle; but when such allowances are made 
by the House Iam unwilling, so far as I am concerned, to draw the 
line at the proposition of the gentleman from Maine, and I shall sup- 
port it. 

Mr. OATES. 
| @ right? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I call attention to the fact that we have 
passed paragraph after paragraph similar in character to this; and it 
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seems to me that objection, if there were ground for objection, ought 
to have begun earlier. 

Mr. PRICE. I did begin the objection earlier to exactly similar 
propositions. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
forcible arguments. 

Mr. PRICE. Because I had no desire to occupy the time of the 
House; and I would not have discussed this amendment except in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and the gentleman from 
illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. I know of no proposition similar to this on this 
bill or at this session of Congress, except the passage of an independent 
measure for the relief of somebody who represented the late Doorkeeper 
of the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I have submitted this matter to the House; 
that is all the concern I have in it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this gentleman wasdrawing asalary of $5,000 a 
year this proposition topay to his legal representatives six months’ sala 
and his funeral expenses involves an appropriation of about $3,0:0. I 
am informed by those who know the facts that when Mr. Lord died he left 
no children and his wife was not living; that his estate was in good con- 
dition; that, in fact, he was well off. His estate now goes to his broth- 
ers and sisters, or other legal representatives, who are already liberally 
provided for from means which he was fortunate enough to acquire 
from other sources than his earnings as a reporter. It is now proposed 
to give this additional allowance of six months’ extra pay for services 
never rendered. If there were minor children who were in want or a 
widow who needed this money to console her declining years I would 
not object; but to vote $3,000 to brothers and sisters of this deceased 
official, when they are already receiving a large sum of money from 
his estate, is, I think, carrying this matter of charity a little too far. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. You did it in the case ofa Democratic Door- 
keeper. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
circumstances. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. You ought to know, as you voted for it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If there were not, then I did wrong in support- 
ing it; but I do know that in the case of the Doorkeeper the money 
went to pay funeral expenses which the relatives were not able to pay. 

Mr. OATES. There was an allowance of $500 for funeral expenses 
besides the salary, which was wrong. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did he not leave a widow? 

Mr. OATES. No. 

A MemBer. The money went to his father. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In that case there were absolutely no mitigating 
circumstances. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] 
says in that case there were no mitigating circumstances. But if we 
did wrong in that case, are we to do wrong again ? 

I do not know whether this gentleman, Mr. Lord, had any politics 
or not; I do not think he had. He remained here under all adminis- 
trations. If he ever had any political views during the eight years of 
his service while I was here I never knew it; oat do not think any 
gentleman ever did. The question of politics does not cut any figure 
here, because this gentleman was entirely outside of all political con- 
siderations and sympathies and prejudices, so faras I know. But I do 
know that he has left a large estate te be inherited by his brothers 
and sisters; and we ought not to pay to them $3,000 more. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. REED, of Maine, 
it was rejected; there being—ayes 57, noes 64. 

Mr. BURROWS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after amendment 108 the following : 

“To pay Henry H. Smith for additional services rendered as Journal Clerk 
under the resolutions of the House of February 23, 1882, and December 12, 1885, 
and for services rendered as clerk to the Committee on Rules during the pres- 
ent session, $500." 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered—— 

Mr. BURNES. I reserve a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. It will be remembered that by resolution of the 
House the Journal Clerk was authorized to make a compilation of the 
decisions on points of order and the revisions of the rules from the 
foundation of the Government, a work not only requiring great parlia- 
mentary knowledge, but involving very greatlabor. For this work he 
has received no compensation. Besides, he acts as clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. This amendment appropriates $500 for the whole of 
these services. Similar allowances were made in the Forty-sixth and 
Forty-seventh I trust that the amendment may be adopted 
and that the matter may go to the committee of conference, so that they 
may have jurisdiction of the subject and make such report upon it as 
they think just and equitable. 

Mr. PRICE. Does the gentleman know what the compensation of 
this officer is? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know and do not care. 

Mr. PRICE. Idocare. But I did not ask the gentleman whether 
he cared; I asked him whether he knew. 


But the gentleman did not present the same 


In that case I hope there were some mitigating 
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Mr. BURROWS. This is for additional service rendered by order o; 
the House, service which this officer was not called upon to perform a; 
all as Journal Clerk. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bury xs) 
insist on the point of order? : 

Mr. BURNES. I understand the point of order is based on the fact 
that it is the same proposition voted down during the first considers. 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his point 
of order. Let the committee of conference have jurisdiction of the 
subject. 

Mr. BURNES. I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I renew the point of order. I say that it is not 
authorized by law. It is giving a second salary after giving the first. 

Mr. BURROWS. But let it go to the conference committee. 

Mr, REAGAN. I donot wantit to go; it has gone far enough noy 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas renews the point o/ 
order against the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the Chair think his point is good for any. 
thing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairwill have to sustain the point of order, 

Mr. BURROWS. I should like to hear on what ground. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the same amendment offered in the Con. 
mittee of the Whole when the bill was first under consideration in that 
committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. I submit to the Chair that it is not the same 
amendment. No such amendment as the one pending was ever offered 
heretofore in the Committee of the Whole. Therefore that statement 
isa mistake. The Committee of the Whole never had it before it, and 
never voted on it. The amount was different; that wasa proposition to 
pay $1,000. ‘The Chair will observe by the erasure that it is a ditleren 

roposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think a mere change of 
amount alters the character of the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. It isa different proposition. The changes which 
have been made make it a different proposition. This sabstantial prop- 
osition has not been acted on in the Committee of the Whole. The sub- 
stantial part of the proposition has been changed. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and the 
amendment is ruled out. 

The question recurred on Senate amendment 108, which had been al- 
ready reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recommendation of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations is that the amendment be non-concurred in. If there be 
no objection, the amendment will be non-concurred in. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

The Senate amendment was again read. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask for a division. 

Mr. MORRILL. Before the vote is taken I should like to saya 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is dividing. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 14. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The one hundred and ninth amendment of the Senate was read, a3 
follows: 

‘o t of sixty-five regularly employed on the CONGRESS!0NAL 
‘ie DED, $90 each, for ‘ine Sas ng the coabee session, $5,850. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on Appropriations recommeni 


non-concurrence. ; 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move toconcur. I wish to say to the Houw, 
Mr. Chairman, that under the law creating the Government Printing 
Office printers of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD are allowed 50 cents pet 
thousand ems for composition, according to the scale of prices made 11 
a neighboring city, and according to the scale of the Government Print- 
ing Office. men on the REcorD do our work immediately ; they 
are our workmen; and a year ago, when this proposition was placed 01 
the bill and carried through both Houses, the intention at that time 
was to amend the organic act so as to give these men 3 or 5 cents pet 
thousand ems extra in order to pay them for the night-work which they 
performed. By some mistake, or by some misapprehension on the pat 
of the person who was to bring forward the matter, it was not (ove, 
and so we find ourselves this year again passing this proposition. _ 

These men, whoareem immediately by Congress, who are doing 
Congressional printing, have harder and severer work to do than any 
other employés in that Government Printing Office, while they «* 
paid proportionately 20 per cent. less. 

I simply ask in interest of these men who do this Congressio! 
work that they shall receive justice at the hands of this House. | “0 
not wish any point te be made on it, that they are working now unde! 
contract, under the law, but I do ask they shall have fair wazes—* 
fair wagesas are paid by any firm in the city of Washington, or )y 4°! 
office in any other city of America. Now, 50 cents per thousand ¢™ 
for composition is regarded as for plain news composition, but these ™4 
arecompelled to do book-work for that price. I hope no line of econo™): 
no line of precedent will stepin this House now to take away from the 
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men the money they are fairly entitled in equity and justice to receive. 
I leave it entirely to the good sense of the House to adopt this amend- 
ment so it may go into the hands of the conferees with a favorable vote 
of the House of Kepresentatives, the popular branch of this Government. 

Mr. BURNES. There is good deal of truth in what the gentleman 
says, and the Appropriations Committee in recommending non-concur- 
rence had no other desire than thereby to place the House in a position 
to ascertain exactly what was the average waiting of these CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD printers. 3 , 

I will say, however, to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FAr- 
QUHAR] that we pay 55 cents instead of 50 cents per thousand ems, and 
that price is largely in excess of what is paid for similar services in the 
great printing offices of the country. But be that as it may, the mo- 
tion to non-concur was made to allow .the conference committee to as- 
certain something as to the average loss of time by waiting on occasions 
of adjournment and the like. 1 cun assure the gentlen.an from New 
York we have no disposition to deal unfairly or illiberally with this 
class of employés, and will give him and other gentlemen ample oppor- 
tunity to express their views before any action is taken. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam very glad to hear the gentleman in charge 
of this bill express his opinion so fairly as he has done. I think on 
full investigation it will be found that the money compensation as meas- 
ured by the time is even less than that paid by the employing printers 
throughout the United States, and less for the standing time than is 
demanded by any of the typographical unions. With the gentleman’s 
assurance I withdraw the motion to concur. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

Amendment numbered 110 was read, as follows: 


Strike out of the paragraph the following words: 

“Except the claims numbered forty-six thousand and fifty, forty-seven thou- 
sand three hundred and eighty-one, and forty-seven thousand four hundred and 
thirteen contained in said Executive Document Number Seventy, seventeen 
thousand one hundred and ninety-seven dollars and thirteen cents,’’ and insert 
“ thirty-nine thousand and twenty dollars and twenty-eight cents.”’ 


Mr. BURNES. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. KELLEY. It was my purpose to have made a different motion 
in reference to this amendment, but I see the earnestness with which 
the committee is expediting business, and believing that this motion to 
non-concur, as the gentleman in charge of the bill has said, is like many 
others on which we have passed, merely formal; and being convinced 
that at any rate there will be a better chance for calm and deliberate 
consideration of the facts by the committee of conference than there is 
here in a heated debate at this time, I merely signalize the fact that I 
was ready to ask the Committee of the Whole to take another position, 
but will yield to the good sense and good faith of the Committee on 
Appropriationsin their formal motion tonon-concur in this amendment. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

Amendments numbered 111 to 120, inclusive, were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 121 was concurred in. 

Mr. BURNES. The remaining amendment, Mr. Chairman, num- 
bered 122, embraces all the rest of the bill. Itwill require some time 
to read it; but, of course, if any gentleman desires to have it read I shall 
not complain. J ask unanimous consent, however, that it be non-con- 
curred in without reading. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have no objection to dispensing with the reading of 
the amendment, which is quite lengthy, but I desire to express the 
wish and hope that the committee will consider favorably the appro- 
priations herein contained, and especially those cases that have been 
adjudicated by the Second Auditor and Comptroller. 

Mr. BURNES. I will state to my friend from Pennsylvania the 
reason we moved to non-concur iv this first paragraph is, that this list 
was sent from the Treasury Department since the bill was reported 
and has not yet been printed, and we have had no opportunity to ex- 
amine the items in detail. We presume they will be found correct; 
bat by the time we get the bill into conference the list will have been 
printed, and we will then be enab!cd to examine into the facts and give 
a sat report to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to add that the House called upon the ac- 
counting officers for the statement which was compiled up to the 18th of 
June, and the accounts furnished up to that time were incorporated in 
the bill. The Senate subsequently called for this account up to the 
1st of July or later, and they were furnished to the Senate, and they 
have also put into the bill. I do not doubt that they are put in 
properly and that the conferees will agree upon them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment wil! be non- 
concurred in. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, since the submission of the propo- 
sition I made a little while ago, providing payment for additional serv- 
ices to the Journal Clerk, against which the point of order was made 
by the from Texas, I have taken occasion to inquire into the 
facts as a matter of fact that proposition was submitted to the 
House; and I find that it was, by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock and a vote was taken on the resolution, or proposition, which 
was by quite a majority, but the point of no quorum was raised, 
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whereupon the resolution was withdrawn. It was never, therefore, 
passed upon by the House finally, and I submit under the circum- 
stances that the Chair will doubtless reverse its ruling and submit the 
amendment to a vote of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, upon reflection and exam- 
ination of the RecorD, that the present occupant of the chair, presid- 
ing at that time, now recollects distinctly that the amendment was 
offered and the point of order was made againstit. That was submitted 
to the committee, and the point of order was decided in favor of the 
amendment by a vote of the committee. When the vote was taken 
upon the adoption of the amendment a quorum failed to appear, the 
point of order was raised, and after some time spent in attempting to 
obtain a quorum the gentleman from New York withdrew the amend- 
ment, and it was not finally acted upon bythe committee. ‘The Chair 
supposes, therefore, that the amendment at this time is in order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I trust the House will let it go to the conference 
committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it will be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and 
there were on a division—ayes 79, noes 52. 

Mr. BURNES. I demand tellers, no quorum having voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BURNES and Mr. BURROWS were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 112, 
noes 52. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
and amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the Senate 
amendments to the general deficiency bill had directed him to report 
them back with various recommendations. 

Mr. BURNES. I move the adoption of the report, and upon that de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I demand a separate vote on the last amendment 
agreed to, allowing $500 extra to the Journal Clerk of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands a separate 
vote on the amendment in relation to pay of the Journal Clerk of the 
House. Is a separate vote demanded on any other amendment ? 

Mr. BURROWS. I trust the gentleman from Texas will not insist 
on a separate vote on that amendment. It is a matter which might 
as well be determined by the conference committee. There is no use 
in taking up time with the yeas and nays on any of these things. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question 
on the report of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

The previous question was ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. If no further separate vote be demanded the ques- 
tion will be on concurring in the report of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, except as to the amendment indicated 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think the gentleman from Texas will not insist 
on a separate vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do. 

The report of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union was agreed to, with the exception indicated. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment on which 
a separate vote is demanded by the gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Senate amendment 108 the following: 

“To pay Henry H. Smith, for additional service rendered as Journal Clerk un- 
der the resolutions of the House of February 23, 1882, and December 12, 1885, and 
for services rendered as clerk to the Committee on Rules during the present 
session, $500.” 

Mr. REAGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The committee recommend concurrence in theSen- 
ate amendment with the amendment which has just been read; and 
upon that the gentleman from Texas demands the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 38. 

The SPEAKER. Novote having been taken this morning, the Chair 
is unable to determine whether the affirmative vote is one-fifth or not. 
The Chair will count the other side. 

The negative vote being taken, there were noes 112. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is onconcurring in the Senate amend- 
ment with the amendment proposed by the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 74, not vot- 


ing 105; as follows: 


Allen, ©. H. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Atkinson, 
jaker, 
Bayne, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Brady, 


Breckinridge, C. R. 


Browne, T. M. 
Brown, C. E. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Bunnell, 
Burleigh, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Catchings, 
Collins, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cutcheon, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dowdney, 
Eldredge, 
Ely, 


Allen, J. M. 
Bennett, 
Bland, 

Blount, 

Boyle, 

Burnes, 
Bynam, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Cowles, 

Cox, 

Crain, 

Crisp, 
Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, A.C. 


Adams, G. FE. 
Adams, J.J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M. 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barnes, 
Barry, 
Beach, 
Blanchard, 
Bragg, 


Breckinridge, WCP. 


Buek, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Candler, 
Caswell, 
Clardy, 
Compton, 
Comstock, 
Dargan, 
Davenport, 


Davidson, R. H. M. 


Dawson, 
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Evans, 
Everhart, 
Farquhar, 
Felton, 
Findlay, 
Fleeger, 
Foran, 
Frederick, 
Faller, 
Funston, 
Gay, 
Gibson, C. H. 
Goff, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 


Harmer, 
Hayden, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Flewitt, 
hiestand, 
Hires, 
Hiscock, 

Hitt, 

Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Jackson, 
James, 
Johnston, J.T. 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 


Kleiner, 
La Fvollettc, 
Lawler, 
Libbey, 
Lindsley, 
Little, 
Long, 
Lore, 
Lyman, 
Markham, 
Martin, 
Maybury, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
Merriman, 
Millard, 
Mitchell, 
Moffatt, 
Murphy, 
Negley, 
Nelson, 

O’ Neill, Charles 
Osborne, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Pirce, 
Plumb, 
Reed, T. B. 
Rock well, 
Romeis, 


NAYS—74. 


Dockery, 
Dougherty, 
Eden, 

Ford, 

Forney, 
Geddes, 

Glass, 

Green, W.J. 
Halsell, 
Harris, 

Hatch, 

Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, J.8. 
Herbert, 
Holman, 
Hutton, 

Irion, 
Johnston, T. D. 


Jones, J. H. 
Jones,J.T. 
Laffoon, 
Landes, 
lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
l.ehibach, 
Matson, 
McRae, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Neal, 
O’Ferrall, 


Price, 


NOT VOTING—16. 


Dibble, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Elisberry, 
Ermentrout, 
Fisher, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, Eustace 
Gilfillan, 
Glover, 
Green, R.8. 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 

Hill, 

Houk, 
Johnson, F. A. 
King, 

Laird, 
Louttit, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Mahoney, 
MeKinley, 


MeMillin, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morrison, 
Morrow, 
Muller, 
Neece, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Payson, 
Phelps, 
Ranney, 
Reese, 
Rice, 

Ro . 
Sedler. 

ler, 

Scott, 
Seymour, 
Smalls, 
8 
Steele, 


Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sessions, 
Shaw, 
Singleton. 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stone, E. F. 
Strait, 


‘Tarsney, 
Taylor, L. H. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Van Eaton, 
Viele, 

Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A.J. 
Weber, 

West, 

White, A. C. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Wolford, 
Woodburn, 
Worthington. 


Randall, 
Reagan, 

Reid, J. W. 
Richardson, 
Sayers, 

Sowden, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 


*. 


Taulbee, 


Tee J.M. 


Turner, 
Warner, A. J. 
Weaver, J.B. 
Wheeler, 
Wise. 


Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
St. Martin, 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 


Storm, 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Taylor, E.B. 
Tay’o*, Zach. 


Thomas, J. BR. 
Throckmorton, 


So the Senate amendment was concurred in with an amendment. 


Mr. BURNES. 


Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the 


names of members voting be dispensed with. 
There was no objection. 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 


Mr. TUCKER with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont. 


Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILs. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. KetcHam. 


Mr. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. ARNoT with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. 
Mr. Dawson with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr, DAVENPORT. 


Mr. BRaGG with Mr. CASWELL. 


Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. Rocrrs with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. Lippry. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWorRTT. 


JULY 29, 


Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. DINGLEY,. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr, Lourtrrr. 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PHELPs. 

Ar. SADLER with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 

Mr. Hin. with Mr. Houx. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. ApAms, of Illinois. 

Mr. Dres_e with Mr. MILLIKEN, until July 30. 

For this day: 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. HAYNES. 

On this vote: 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. NEECE with Mr. Payson. 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. SyMEs. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. BURNES. To expedite business [ move that the House request 
a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as managers of the conference 
on the part of the House the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LE FrvRE] and the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas}. 

Mr. LIBBEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 9990) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to grant the right of way for a street- 
railway from the Baltimore wharf, at Old Point Comfort, Elizabeth 
City County, Virginia, to and across the Mill Creek bridge, in the same 
county; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REAGAN. I call up the special order, the interstate-commerce 
bill. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I call upasa question of privilege the 
bill H. R. 7406, with message of the President of the United States 
returning the same with his objections. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. REAGAN. Has that priority over the measure which I call 
up? 2 
The SPEAKER. Ithas. Itis a question of the highest privilege, 
but the question of consideration can be made against it. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. lI ask the gentleman from Wisconsin to yield for a 
moment that I may call up the fortifications bill and have it referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I will do so if I lose no privilege. 

The bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, with amendments of the 
Senate, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed with the amendments. 


MARY ANDERSON. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the “bill called 
up by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7436) granting a pension to Mary Anderson. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] raises 
the question of consideration against this bill, and the question is, Wil! 
the House now proceed to consider the bill ? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 72. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 117, not 
voting 92; as follows: 

YEAS—1i12. 
Cutecheon, Hitt, 
Davis, Holmes, 
ew: kins, 


Nelson, 


Allen, C. H. 
A O’ Neill, Charles 
Osborne. 


nderson, J. A. 
Atkinson, > 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 


Kleiner, 

La Follette, 
Lehibach, 
Lindsley, 
Little, 


arena 
Markham, 
rs. 
McComas, 
McKenna, 


Millard, 
Milliken, 
Moffat, 
Morrill, 
Negley, 


Strait, 
Swinburne, 
Taylor, I. H. 


i: i oe oe ee On Oe Ae Ga tek et oben 








1886. 



































Taylor, Zach. Wait, Weber, Wilkins, 
Thomas, O. D. Wakefield, — West, 
Thompson, Warner, William White, A.C. 
Wade, Weaver, A. J. Woodburn. 
NAYS—17. 
sllen, J. M. Dowdney, Lanham, Singleton, 
Ballentine, tden, Lawler, Skinner, 
Bennett, Eldredge, Le Fevre, Snyder, 
Bland, Ermentrout, Lowry, Sowden, 
Blount, Findlay, Martin, Springer, 
Boyle, Foran, Matson, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Ford, McAdoo, Stewart, Charles 
Brumm, Forney, McCreary, Stone, Ww. J., Ky. 
Burnes, Frederick, MeMillin, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Bynum, Gay, McRae, Struble, 
Cabell, Gibson, C. H. Merriman, Swope, 
Campbell, Felix Glass, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Campbell, J.E Green, W. J. Morrison, Taulbee, 
Catchings, Hall, Murphy, Taylor, J. M. 
Clardy, Haisell, Neal, Townshend, 
Clements, Harris, Norwood, Trigg, 
Cobb, Hatch, Oates, Turner, 
Compton, Heard, O’ Ferrall, Van Eaton, 
Cowles, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Viele, 
Cox, Henderson, J. 3. Peel, Warner, A. J. 
Crain, Herbert, Perry, Weaver, J. B. 
Crisp, Hewitt, Pideock, Wheeler, 
Croxton, Holman, Pindar, Willis, 
Culberson, Howard, Randall, Wilson, 
Daniel, Hutton, Reagan, Wise, 
Dargan, Johnston, T. D. Reid, J. W. Wolford, 
Davenport, Jones, J. H. Richardson, Worthington. 
Davidson, A. C. Jones, J.T. Sayers, 
Dockery, Laffoon, Seney, 
Dougherty, Landes, Shaw, 
NOT VOTING—92, 
Adams, G. E. Dunham, Lore, Sessions, 
Adams, J. J. Dunn, Louttit, Smalls, 
Aiken, Elisberry, Mahoney, Spriggs, 
Anderson, C. M. Fisher, McKinley, Steele, 
Arnot, Gallinger, Miller, Stewart, J. W. 
sarbour, Gibson, Eustace Mills, St. Martin, 
Rarksdale, Glover, Mitchell, Stone, E. F. 
Barnes, Green, R.S. Morrow, Storm, 
Barry, Guenther, Muller, Symes, 
Beach, Hale. Neece, Taylor, E. B. 
Belmont, Hammand, O’ Donnell, Thomas, J. R. 
jlanchard, Hanback, O'Hara, Throckmorton, 
Bragg, Haynes, O'Neill, J.J. Tiliman, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Henderson, T.J. Payson, Tucker, 
bald well, Henley, Perkins, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, T. J. Hill, Phelps, Wadsworth, 
Jandler, Houk, Ranney, Wallace, 
‘aswell, Hudd, Reese, Ward, J. H. 
omstock, Irion, Riggs, Ward, T. B. 
urtin; King, Robertson, Wellborn 
Davidson, R.H.M. Laird, ers, White, Milo 
Dawson, Libbey, ler, Whiting, 
Dibble, Long, Scott, Winans, 


So the House refused to consider \‘he bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REAGAN. I move to proceed to the consideration of the inter- 
piate-commerce bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that I shall not be supplanted 
gain after having addressed the Chair first. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has simply to enforce the rules of the 
House. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SAwYER] states that he 
ises to a privileged motion, and the Chair does not yet know what his 
motion is, ' 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But before the gentleman made the announce- 
nent the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] rose and moved to take 
up the interstate-commerce bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to proceed to the 
onsideration of the bill to regulate interstate commerce, and pending 
that the gentleman from New York [ Mr. SAWYER] states that he rises to 
make a privileged motion. ‘The Chair must entertain the motion, at 
Jeast to the extent of ascertaining what it is, and if it be a privileged 
motion, of course the Chair must entertain it. 

Mr. SAWYER. My motion is that the House proceed to consider 
he bill (H. R. 7108) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wilson, with 
the veto m of the President thereon. 

Mr. REAGAN, If the gentleman will allow a vote to be taken on 
ie interstate-commerce bill it will take only a short time, and then 
€ can proceed to other business. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But they will not allow a vote upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is only one man interested in this pension 
tase, and there a fifty-six millions of people interested in the inter- 


Mr. of Maine. That is the way you state it. 
Mr. of Pennsylvania. There isa great big principle in- 
olved in this pension case which Congress ought to vindicate. 
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Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
volved in the interstate-commerce bill, too. 

Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman from Maine to propose, 
for gentlemen on the other side, that if we would take a vote upon one 
vetoed pension bill we could then go on to consider the interstate-com- 


And there is a great big principle in- 


merce bill. Is that their proposition ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Regular order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I raise the question of consideration against the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas raises the question of 
consideration against the bill called up by the gentleman from New 
York. The question is, Will the House now proceed to consider the 
bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 120, not 
voting 102; as follows: 

YEAS—100. 

Allen, C. H. Evans, Reed, T. B. 


Lindsley, 








Anderson, J. A. Everhart, Little, Rice, 

Atkinson, Farquhar, Long Rockwell, 
Saker, Felton, Loveri Romeis, 

Bayne, Fleeger, Lyman, howell, 
Bingham, Fuller, Maybury, Ryan, 

Boutelle, Funston, McComas, Sawyer, 
Browne, T. M. Geddes, McKenna, Serant 

Brown, C. E, Grout, Millard, Spooner 

Brown, W. W. Harmer, Milliken, Stephenson 
Buchanan, Hayden, Moffatt, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Buck, Henderson, D.B. Morrill, Strait, 

Bunnell, Hepburn, Negley, Swinburne, 
Burleigh, Hermann, Nelson, Taylor, 1. H. 
Burrows, Hiestand, O' Neill, Charles Taylor, Zach, 
Campbell, J. E. Hires, Osborne, Thomas, O. B, 
Carleton, Hiseock, Owen, Wade, 

Caswell, Hitt, Parker, Wait, 

Conger, Hopkins, Payne, Wakefield 
Cooper, Jackson, Perkins, Warner, William 
Cutcheon, James, Peters, Weber, 

Davis, Johnson, F. A. Pettibone, West 

Dingley, Johnston, J.T. Pirce, White, A.C, 
Dorsey, Ketcham, Plumb, Whiting, 

Ely, Lehlbach, Price, Wilkins 

NAYS—120., 

Allen, J. M. Dougherty, Latfoon, Seney, 
Ballentine, Dowdney, Landes, Seymour, 
Belmont, Dunn, Lanham, Shaw, 

Bennett, Eden, Lawler, Singleton, 
Bland, Eldredge, Le Fevre, Skinner, 
Blount, Ermeitrout, Lore, Snyder, 

Boyle, Findlay, Lowry, Sowden, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Foran, Martin, Springer, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Ford, Matson, StahInecker, 
jrumm, Forney, McAdoo, Stewart, Charles 
Burnes, Frederick, McMillin, Stone, W.J., Ky. 














Bynum, Gay, McRae, Strubie, 
Caldwell, Gibson, C. H. Merriman, Swope, 
Campbell, J. M. Glass, Mitchell, 
Clardy, Green, W.J. Morgan, 
Clements, Hale, Morrison, 
Cobb, Hall, Neal, 
Collins, Halsell, Neece, g, 
Compton, Harris, Norwood, Turner, 
Cowles, Hatch, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Cox, Heard, O’ Ferrall, Viele, 
Crain, Hemphill, Peel, Wallace, 
Crisp, Henderson, J.S. Perry, Ward, J. H. 
Croxton, Herbert, Pideock, Ward, T. B. 
Culberson, Hewitt, Pindar, Weaver, J.B. 
Curtin, Holman, fandall, Wheeler, 
Daniel, Johnston. T. D. Reagan, Wilson, 
Dargan, Jones, J. H. Reid, J. W. Wise, 
Davidson, A.C. Jones, J.T. Richardson, Wolford, 
Dockery, Kleiner, Sayers, Worthington. 
NOT VOTING—102. 
Adams, G. E, Dibble, La Follette, Sessions, 
Adams, J. J. Dunham, Laird Smalls, 
Aiken, Elisberry, Libbey, Spriggs, 
Anderson, C. M. Fisher, Louttit Steele, 
Arnot, Gallinger, Mahoney, Stewart, J. W. 
Barbour, Gibson, Eustace Markham, St. Martin, 
Barksdale, Gilfillan, McCreary, Stone, E. F. 
Barnes, Glover, McKinley, Storm, 
Barry, Goff, Miller, Symes, 
Beach, Green, R.S. Mills Taylor, E. B. 
Blanchard, Grosvenor, Thomas, J.R 
Bliss, Guenther, Thompson, 
Bound, Hammond, Throckmorton, 
Brady, Hanback, Tillman, 
Bragg, Haynes, Tucker 
Butterworth, Henderson, T. J. Van Schaick 
Cabell, Henley, Outhwaite, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, Felix Hill, Payson, Warner, A.J 
Campbell, T. J. Holmes, Phelps, Weaver, A.J 
Candler, Houk, Ranney, Wellborn, 
Cannon, Howard, Reese, \W Milo 
Catchings, Hudd, Riggs, Wil 
Comstock, * Hutten, Robertson nans 
Davenport, Irion, Rogers Woodburn. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Kelley, Sadler, 
Dawson, King, ‘ 


So the House re‘‘ese? co proceed to the consideration of the bill. 
Mr. WEAVER, oi !>wa. I ask unanimous consent that the reading 
of the names be dispensed with. 


Mr. REED, of Maine, and others objected. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILLIs with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for the rest of this day. 
The following-named members were announced as paired on this vote: 
Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. GRosVENOR. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. THompson. 

Mr. Gipson, of West Virginia, with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. SyMEs. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated tothe House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed joint reso- 
lution and bills of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 129) directing the Public Printer to for- 
ward the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD to our legations abroad; 

An act (H. R. 5866) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Knoxville, Tenn. ; and 

An act (H. R. 7627) providing for the construction of a light-house 
supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, and for other pur- 
poses. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (H. R. 3014) to pro- 
vide for terms of court in Colorado; when the Speakersigned the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REAGAN. I now ask that the House proceed to the consider- 
ation of the interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The bill indicated by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] has been called up by him; but pending that other 
gentlemen rise to privileged questions, which the Chair is bound to en- 
tertain. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6136) 
granting a pension to John W. Farriss, which has been vetoed by the 
President and reported back from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN. I raise the question of consideration upon that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MoRRILL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (EH. R. 6136) granting a pension to John W. Farriss. 


Mr. REAGAN. I raise the question of consideration on that bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask the gentleman from Kansas[Mr. MorRILL] to 
yield that the gentleman fram Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] may make a 
conference report. 

Mr. MORRILL, 


I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that he may make a privileged report. 


The SPEAKER. Is it a conference report? 
Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 


WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS, 


Mr. WHEELER. On the 23d of July this House adopted a confer- 
ence report in reference to the bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of William 
P. Chambliss, and the Senate adopted the same report. Afterward it 
was found that in printing the bill there had been a mistake in the 
middle name. The conferees, being again called together, decided to 
submit a new report, making the necessary correction. The Senate has 
adopted the new conference report; and I now offer that report for 
adoption by the House. First I will move to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was adopted on the 23d of July. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Alabama asks unanimous con- 
sent to reconsider the vote by which the report of the committee of con- 
ference on this bill was agreed to by the House on the 23d of July, it 
having been discovered that there was a mistake in the name of the 
party as mentioned in the engrossed bill. Is there objection? [A 
pause.] In the absence of objection that vote is reconsidered, and 
the matter is again referred to thesame conferees. The Clerk will now 
read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 68, an act for the relief of Will- 
jam P. Chambliss, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective House as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1, and to the 
following amendment: Strike out the name of “ William B, Chambliss" wher- 
ever it appears in the bill and insert the name of “ William P. Chambliss.” 

FRANK L. WOLFORD, 
JOSEPH WHEELER, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 
: CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, * 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How much does this involve? 

Mr. WHEELER. It involves the restoration of Major Chambliss to 
the retired-list of the Army, he having resigned nineteen years ago. It 
gives him no back pay. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. It puts him on the retired-list ? 
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Mr. WHEELER. It does. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. On what ground? 

Mr. WHEELER. The report of the Committee on Military A yj, 
of this House states very lengthily the grounds. Itappears that in two 
Congresses, the Forty-sixth and the Forty-seventh, a bill of this kip, 
was passed by the House unanimously without division. At another 
time, I believe, a bill for the same purpose the Senate. 

Major Chambliss was an officer of the Army and was very severely 
wounded—so severely that he was unable to do duty. In 1867, before 
it was customary to place officers on the retired-list to the extent to 
which it was afterward done, he resigned, in the hope that he might 
recover his health, but in this he has been disappointed. The medica| 
certificates and the certificates of various commanders state a case whi 
in the opinion of the Committee on Military Affairs, merited action o/ 
this character. I think it is the only proposition favorably reporte; 
by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House to place on the rv. 
tired-list an officer who nad resigned. 

The Committee on Military Affairs of this House has taken great car: 
in considering bills of this character. A very large number of such |)i\\s 
have been referred to the committee, and I think I was quite correct jp 
stating that this is the only one which has been reported favorably to 
restore a resigned officer. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is well aware that the Con. 
mittee on Military Affairs in former Congresses has encumbered the (4)- 
endar with a large number of bills restoring officers to the Army. | 
did not anticipate any opposition to this report, and I shall not insist 
upon it if the time of the House is to be consumed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But officers of the Army and Navy are placed 
upon the retired-list on account of length of service. 

The object of the retired-list is to free the service of men who are not 
in fit condition, either by reason of age or some other reason, to perform 
the duties. It is not intended to take the place of a pension. 

While this might be a case deserving of pension, it seems to me w 
are in great danger of misunderstanding the nature of the retired-lis: 
We make a retired-list for the Army and Navy on precisely the sane 
principle that we pension our judges. We pension them becaus of 
their length of service and to enable us to supply their places by mea 
who are in the primeof life. That is the sole object and purpose of tle 
retired-list. It is given always on account of length of service 

And it seems to me this is a case where an officer resigned and his 
not been in the service for nineteen years. We are making the retire(- 
list for a purpose which might be justifiable in our pension-list. Ther 
are a great many cases like that coming up, and wherever I have noticed 
them I have called the attention of the House to the matter. I think 
it is a great mistake. 

Mr. BAYNE. This case isexceptional in every respect. It has heen 
so regarded by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House and it 
has been so regarded by the Committee on Military Affairs of the Sen- 
ate. This officer in the regular Army had served for a great many 
years with marked distinction. He received, I believe, seven wounis 
while he was in the Union service. He resigned from the Army in 
1867 because he believed he would recover from his wounds and be alle 
to earn a livelihood for himself outside of the Army. 

Mr. LONG. _Is he now in receipt of a pension ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know. I believe he never has applied {ors 
pension, but Ido not know that. The Committee on Military Afur 
in both branches of Congress after careful examination have found this 
case to be exceptional in its character, and have reported that this o!!- 
cer, having rendered long and faithful service to the Government 11 
the Army, should be placed upon the retired-list. The bill was una0- 
imously recommended by the Committee on Military Affairs in tle 
House of Representatives, and that committee has some members 0 
look out in reference to those going upon the retired-list quite as clo! 
as the gentleman from Maine or any other member of thie iiouse. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I should not judge so by their reports. 

Mr. BAYNE. Theamendment reported bythe conference commit 
tee is merely verbal in its character. 

Mr. LONG. If this man is not in receipt of a pension he is entitled 
to a pension. i 

Mr. BAYNE. I suppose he would be. I do not know whether le 
would be or not. I haveno doubt he would beif he applied for a pew 
sion. I know this is astrong case. I amsure thisofficer deserved the 
recommendation of the committee, or this bill would not have pase 
The conference report has been adopted before. The object of the pr 
ent conference is simply to substitute for the letter ‘‘B”’ the letter‘! 
in order to get the name right. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama know whet! 
this man is drawing a ion? 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not, but I presume he must be, because ther 
is not an officer under like circumstances who is not drawing a pensive 
Bat this is in lieu of all pensions. 

In respect to what gentlemen say about opposing these matters, |v 
to say that this case was before the Forty-sixth Congress, when no 0 
opposed it. It was before the Forty-seventh Congress, and no one ° 
posed it. It was not only not opposed, but it passed the House with 
out a division. 
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It has been brought here on a conference report, and that report was 
adopted without objection. The gentleman was here, and we heard no 
objection from him. He is generally here and attentive, and he says 
he always objects to questions of this character. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is not an accurate statement—at least 
is not quite an accurate statement of what I intended to say. 

Mr. WHEELER. That may be. . 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Very often this question was raised and op- 
posed. Once it was raised in the other House. I think in the last Con- 
gress it was raised. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
House. d 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not mean the case of this particular in- 
dividual, But inregard toGeneral Pleasonton the question was raised, 
and my attention was attracted to it, and I have felt it to be my duty 
since when the matter is brought up before ine hous to call attention 
to all these cases, because I think we are gradually, on account of our 
personal regard for individuals, turning all the laws with reference to 
the government of our military affairs, with reference to the retired-list, 
and with reference to restoration to rank—we are twisting them all 
awry from the purpose originally intended, and the only purpose upon 
which they can be justified or defended. 

Upon what ground can we possibly justify the retirement of an officer 
upon two-thirds pay? It is solely upon the ground that we are reward- 
ing a man who has passed his whole life in the public service, and find- 
ing old age coming on him, with consequent incapacity, we provide 
for that old age by retirement on reduced pay, for otherwise we might 
have to continue his full pay, although he may not be able to perform 
full service. 

Now we are having the effect of that other system in the Revenue- 
MarineService. There we have noretired-listatall. The consequence 
is that there is a large number of officers who are incapable of perform- 
ing the duties of their positions, but who nevertheless draw full pay, 
and no Secretary from motives of compassion will relieve them from 
duty—— 

Mr. LONG. There are seven of them over eighty years of age. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. My friend from Massachusetts tells me there 
are seven persons in that service over eighty years of age. The result 
is that no Secretary will be guilty of the inhumanity of turning men 
of that age adrift, and no new ones can be appointed, because nomi- 
nally they are fit for duty since they are receiving full pay. Now, it 
was that consideration, multiplied by the proportion that the Army 
bears to the Marine Corps, that caused the original formation of the re- 
tired-list. It is proposed here to use it not to retire officers on account 
of length of service, but to reward an officer for unexampled gallantry. 
Isubmit that is not the purpose nor the object, nor is it the ground 
upon which the retired-list was established. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for the previous question on the adoption 
of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the report of the committee 
of conference, the House divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 55. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not think it proper to take the time of the 
House, and I shall therefore ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 
report for the present. . 

Mr. BAYN Oh, no, I would not do that; let us have a vote di- 
rectly upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The previous{question having been ordered, it can 
only be withdrawn by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. BAYNE. No quorum has voied. 

Mr. MILLS. It is too late to make that point. 

The SPEAKER. TheChairthinksnot. The Chair only announced 
the numbers voting, not the result of the vote. 

Mr. WHEELER and Mr. REED, of Maine, were appointed tellers. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will withdraw the point of no quorum if the gen- 
tlemen from Alabama can be permitted to withdraw the report. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the report 


for the t. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraws the 
objection of no quorum, provided the gentleman from Alabama is 
granted permission to withdraw the report. Is there objection? 

Mr..COX. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 


EVENING SESSION FOR PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to have an order made 
for the consideration of private bills to-night. Many gentlemen have 
Tie and I do itin the interest of many worthy claimants. 

The SP. R. The resolution will be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House will on Thursday, July 29, take a recess from 5 


o'clock p, m, until 8 o’clock p. m., the evening session to be devoted to the con- 
sideration of bills on the Priv r to which there may be no objection, 


In the last Congress this case was not before this 


vate 
and the session not to continue beyond 11 o’clock p. m. 
The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. 
sideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I decline to yield for amendments. I can not 
yield if this is going to lead to discussion. I will state to the gentle- 
man that it embraces all private bills which are not objected to. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I want to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I want to move to strike out private 
bills and insert Senate bill 1886, amending the pension law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I must decline to yield for the amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the resolution, there 
were—ayes 65, noes 23. 

Mr. BENNETT. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the resolut.on rather than con- 
sume the time of the House. It is nothing to me 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered it can 
only be withdrawn by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR objected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from North Carolina, Mr. BENNETT, and the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. BENNETT. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the resolution was agreed to, 


Is it in order to offer an amendment ? 
It is in order, there being no objection to its con- 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas raises the question of 
consideration against the bill and message called up by the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the other question has not been with- 
drawn. The conference report is still before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It was withdrawn. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It was objected to by the gentleman from 
North Carolina | Mr. Cox]. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinksit was not objected to at the time; 
certainly not as far as the Chair heard. The Chair stated that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] would withdraw the point of 
no quorum upon condition that the gentleman from Alabama should be 
allowed to withdraw the report he made. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the gentleman from North Carolina ob- 


jected. 
, The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman make any 
objection. 

Mr. COX. 
jected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear it, but of course accepts 
the statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not fora moment question that the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] objected. But business has intervened 
since. A motion has been considered and adopted since that time, 
and I submit it is rather too late to entertain the objection now. 

The SPEAKER. But gentlemen have stated that they supposed the 
objection had been heard, and that the report was not withdrawn. The 
Chair is obliged to accept the statement of a gentleman on the floor as 
to his own action. 

Mr. BLAND. Suppose business had been allowed to run for an hour, 
would it not have been then too late to insist on the objection ? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be in the power of the 
gentleman to state even then that he had supposed his objection was 
heard. It is a matter which involves the privilege of the House. It 
was an error committed by the Chair when, not hearing the gentleman, 
he stated that the report was withdrawn. 

Mr. REAGAN. But if the gentleman did not call the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that he had made an objection can it now be en- 
tertained ? 

TheSPEAKER. Gentlemen were still under the impression that the 
objection had been heard. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any further objection ? 
none, and the report is withdrawn. 


I did object, and thought I was recognized as having ob- 


The Chair hears 


JOHN W. FARRIS. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is, Will the House proceed to 
consider the bill called up by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mor- 
RILL]} with the message of the President. 

Mr. BLAND. Is the bill called up by the gentleman from Kansas 
the subject now under consideration? 

The SPEAKER. It is not under consideration. The gentleman 
calls it up for consideration, and the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REA- 
GAN] raises the question of consideration against it. 

Mr. BLAND. LIask if the question is debatable? 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is not debatable. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to say I asked the gentleman from Kansas 
not to bring this bill up, and I regret very much that so meritorious a 
bill should be introdued here when it can not be considered and in 
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antagonism to the interstate-commerce bill. It is a meritorious bill, 

and ought to have a fair consideration, and I regret it is forced in here 

when it can not have that privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The order of business is not debatable. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 65, noes 67. 

Mr. MORRILL. No quorum. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 116, not 
voting 104; as follows: 

YEAS—102. 
Lindsley, 
Little, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lyman, 
Markham, 
McKenna, 

- Millard, 
Milliken, 
Moffatt, 
Morrill, 


Allen, C. H. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Atkinson, 
Bland, 

Bound, 


Farquhar, 
Felton, 

Fleeger, 

Fuller, 

¥unston, 

Brady, Geddes, 
Browne, T. M. Gilfillan, 

Brown, C. E. Goff, 

Brown, Ww. Ww. Grout, 
Buchanan, Guenther, 

Buck, Hayden, 
Bunnell, Henderson, D. B. 
Burrows, Hepburn, 
Butterworth, Hermann, 
Campbell, J. M. Hires, 

Cannon, Hiscock, 
Comstock, Hitt, 

Conger, Holmes, 

Cooper, Hopkins, Peters, 
Crisp, Jackson, Pettibone, 
Cutcheon, James, Pirce, 
Dingley, Johnson, F, A. Plumb, 
Dorsey, Johnston, J. T. Rice, 

Ely, La Follette, Rockwell, 
Evans, Laird, Romeis, 
Everhart, Lehlbach, Rowell, 


NAYS—116. 


Lanham, 
Lawler, 
Le Fevre 
Lore, 
Lowry, 
Mahoney, 


Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Sessions, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, E. F. 
Strait, 
Swinburne, 


ymes, 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, O. B, 
Nelson, 
O’ Neill, Charles 
Osborne, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 


Allen, J. M. 
Barnes, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blount, 
aot 


Eden, 
Eldredge, 
Findlay, 
Foran, 
Ford, 
Forney, 


reckinridge, C. R. Frederick, Martin, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 


McCreary 
McMillin,” 
McRae 


Bree wkinridge, WCP.Gay, 
Burnes, Gibson, ©. H. 
Bynum, Glass, 
Cabell, Green, W. J. 
Campbell, Felix 
Carleton, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Collins, 
Cowles, 

Cox, 

Crain, 

Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Daniel, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, A. ©, 
Dockery, 
Dougherty, 
Dunn, 


Merriman, 
Mills, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 


Henderson, J. 8. 
Herbert, 
Holman, 


Sayers, 
NOT VOTING—104. 


Davenport, 
Davidson, R. H. M. 
Davis, K 


Adams, G, E. 

Adams, J. J. 

Aiken, 

Anderson,©.M. Dawson, 

Arnot, Dibble, 

Baker, Dowdney, 

een Dunham. 
rbour 

Barksdale, 

Barry, 


Grosvenor, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
eee, 
aynes, 
Menherwn, TJ. 
Henley, 


ONeill” JI. 
Owen, 


Payson, 
Phelps, 
Pindar 


Price, . 
Randall, 


Reed, . B. 
Reese, 


Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Candler, 
Caswell, 
Compton, 
Curtin, ward, 


So the House refused to consider the bill H. R. 6136. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Grosvenor, for the rest of this 


day. 


Mr. Joun M. TAYLOR with Mr. BryeuHaM, for the rest of this day. 


Mr. RANDALL with Mr. HARMER, for the rest of this day. 
Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. BOUTELLE, for the rest of this day. 
Mr. KING with Mr. Baker, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. KELLEY, on this vote. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. RYAN, on this vote. 


Mr. MILLS. My pair with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McK1n- 
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LEY] has been announced. Mr. McKINLEY stated that if present he 
w,ould vote for the Reagan interstate-commerce bill and for all the 
bi !s forfeiting unearned railroad land grants. In consideration of that 
fact, and as the gentleman calling up this bill stated he antagonized 
the interstate-commerce bill with it, [have voted in the negative. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


MRS. MARIA HUNTER. 


Mr. BURROWS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7167) 
for the relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter, with the veto message of the Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. REAGAN. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed t 
consider the bill called up by the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. REAGAN. On that question I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 107, not 
voting 122; as follows: 

YEAS—%3. 


Lindsley, 
Little, 


Allen, C. H. 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Bound, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, C. E. 
Brown, W. W. 
Buchanan, Henderson, D. B. Strait, 
Buck, Hepburn, a 
Bunnell, ymes, 


Burleigh, Tavlor, I. H. 
ONeill, Charles 


Burrows, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J. M. Osborne, Thomas, O. B. 
Cannon, Owen, 


Wade, 
Parker, Warner, William 
Payne, Weaver, A. J 
Peters, Weber, 
Pettibone, West, 
Pirce, White, A. C, 
Plumb, Wilkins, 
Reed, T. B. Woodburn. 
Rice, 
Rockwell, 
Romeis, 


NAYS—107. 
Allen, J. M. Eden, Laffoon, 
Barnes, Lanham, 
Belmont, Fisher, Le Fevre, 
Bennett, 
amt 
Boy} Frederick, 
Brockinridge,C.R. Gay, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Gibson, Cc. H. 
Burnes, Giass, 


Cabell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Catchings, 


Fleeger, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Geddes, 
Goff, 
Grout, 
Hayden, 


Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Sessions, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, E. F. 


Holmes, 

Hopkins, 
Cutcheon, J n, 
Davis, James, 
Dingley, Johnson, F. A. 
Ely, Johnston, J. T. 
Evans, Kelley, 
Everhart, La Follette, 

Laird 


Farquhar, ’ 
Felton, Lehlbach, 


Seney, 


Lore, 
Lowry, 
ane. Sprit 
artin, nger, 
Matson, Stahinecker, 
MeMillin, Stewart, Charles 
McRae, St. Martin, 
Merriman, Swope, 
Mills, Tarsney, 
Morgan, Ta . 
Morrison, Townshend, 
Neal, 
Neece, 


Norwood, 
Hen rson, J.S. Oates, 
Herbert, O’ Ferrall, 
Hewitt, Outhwaite, 
Hol Peel, 
Perry, 
Pidcock, 
Irion, Pindar, 
Jones, J. H. Reagan, 
Jones, J.T. Richardson, 
Kleiner, Sayers, 


NOT VOTING—122, 
pale. ia 
venpo 
Davidson, R. H. M. 


Stone, W. J. Ky 
Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Storm, 


Struble, 
ave: SE 
or, 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 


‘Tucker, 
J. Van Schaick, 


So the House safeaelt to consider the bill. : 
Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 


PAT. Fe 


a 
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Mr. HISCOCK and others objected. city and other gentlemen has shown that it would be very difficult, or 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. very inconvenient, to find a lot upon which this building could be lo- 
JUDGE FOR SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA. cated at a distance of 50 feet from any otherbuilding. I ask that this 


joint resolution be passed. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was aecordingly read the third time, and 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the Senate: 


Ix THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, July 28, 1886, 


2 passed. 
dered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- aaiteamtons — Se P : 

ann to petumn to the Senate the bill of the House (28) to provide for the appoint- Mr. NORW OOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
ment and compensation of a district judge for the southern district of Ala- resolution was passed: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
bama. laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Committee of the The latter motion was agreed to. 
Whole on the state of the Union will be discharged from the further ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Connenninen ot tase BE, at 3 will bo retarned to the Senate. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. up by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRRows]. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania on my right 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that [ Mr. O’ NEILL] asks rie to yield to him for a moment. . 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
when the Speaker signed the same: sent to take up Senate bill 1909. 
A bill (S. 2794) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection | Mr. WISE. I object. 
and construction of a public building at Oxford, Miss.,’’ approved July Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think thatas one unanimous con- 
12, 1882; sent has been given on the other side one ought now to be given on 
A bill (S. 71) for the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, | this side. ; ae 
Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Wash- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan will indicate the 


ington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory; and title of the bill he calls up. ‘ 
A bill (S. 2796) to establish a land office at Lamar, Colo. Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I take it that gentlemen on the other 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE side will not object to this resolution to prevent the payment of $160,- 


7 000 for the Fort Brown reservation without any adequate considera- 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoN, one of its clerks, an-| tion. I ask to have it read for the information of the House. 

nounced that the Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed toby| Mr. REAGAN. I shall object to everything, if this filibustering is 
the House to the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry | to oo on. 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman has no right to make that re- 
1887, and for other purposes; disagreed to the amendments of the House | mark. It is entirely unwarranted. 
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 74 and 78; agreed tothe| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan will indicate the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two | pj] he desires to call up. 
Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. 


ALLISON, Mr. HALe, and Mr. Breck. : : ee Se ; 
The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- Mr. BURROWS. I move that the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 9726) making ap- | be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 405s) 


propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal | for the relief of Joel D. Monroe, with the President’s veto thereon, and 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for prior years, and for other purposes; | that the same be now considered. 
disagreed to the amendment of the House to theamendment numbered Mr. REAGAN. I move to postpone the consideration of that bill 
108; agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing | Until after action on the interstate-commerce bill. Meets oe, 
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of | _ The SPEAKER. ‘The motion of the gentleman from Michigan is to 
the Senate Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL. pe ve age os = ~ ape ase —_ ee pn asa d- 
eration of the bill. 1¢ bill is not before the House for consideration 
eR Ce SEE. i until the committee is discharged. 
a REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the interstate-commerce Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The bill is still in the C itte Invalid Pen- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas calls up for consider- | gions. ee ae ee eee 
ation the bill known as the interstate-commerce bill. Mr. TOWNSHEND. But the gentleman from Texas may ask un: 
7 ood ~ ; N} IND. B g e xé ay ask unan- 
teres Geonsin (Dx tthe cam A esearetn te plaid te hime fhe aye imous consent to postpone the consideration of that bill until after the 
; — - ment, | interstate-commerce bill is disposed of. 
which I gladly do. The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman can ask unanimous con- 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAVANNAH, GA. sent. 
Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to take up the joint resolu-| Mr.SPRINGER. I rise to a point of order. 
tion (H. Res. 206) and to put it upon its passage. It is merely for the| The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
of correcting a bill which has been passed at this session for Mr. SPRINGER. My point is that it is not in order to move, as a 


the erection of a public building in Savannah. privileged matter, to discharge a committee from the consideration of a 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the bill. Although the bill is privileged, yet it isin the hands of the com- 
Chair will ask for objections. mittee, and it is the duty of that committee to report it. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: The SPEAKER. The Constitution of the United States provides 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the public build- | tat when the President returns a bill to the House in which it origi- 
ing authorized to be erected at Savannah, Ga., by act of Coeee sepvoved nated with his objections, that House shall proceed to reconsider it and 
July - may be ee less am 40 feet from any other building, in- | determine whether the bill shall be again passed, the objection of the 
Cenk EAM, Sa ySe oats act President to the contrary notwithstanding. The Constitution of the 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | United States provides also that each House shall judge of the elec- 


this joint resolution? tion, returns, and qualification of its own members, and may make its 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Nor- | own rules for the government of its proceedings; and yet it has been 
woop] please explain the reason for passing this joint resolution ? always held that under that provision of the Constitution, which does 


Mr. NORWOOD. The reason is this; Gentlemen who have visited | not in terms make it imperative upon the House to proceed to consider 
Savannah know that the plan of the city is somewhat singular, and it | election cases, a motion to discharge the Committee on Elections from 
has been found difficult to get a lot upon which this proposed building | the further consideration of a contested case and bring the same before 
could be located at a distance of 50 feet from any other building unless | the House was privileged. The Chair so decided only a few days ago 
by ing a higher price than the Government would be justified in | when the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] moved to discharge 
paying. Therefore it was proposed to amend t!.e requirement of the | the Committee on Elections from the farther consideration of a con- 
original bill so as to permit the building to be located at a distance of | tested case from the State of Rhode Island. The Chair thinks that 
40 feet from any other building, and this joint resolution is for that | the privilege in the present case is certainly equal to that in the case 

I have asked the opinion of the architect upon the subject, | of a contested election. 
and I have his letter upon my desk stating that 40 feet will be suffi-| Mr. SPRINGER. But if our rules have sent this bill to a commit- 
cient distance. tee for its consideration the same Constitution gives us the right to make 

Mr. SPRINGER. This joint resolution provides that this may be | our own rules. 


built within 40 feet of some other building now erected ? The SPEAKER. But therules did not send it to the committee. 
Mr. NORWOOD. Yes. The act as it now stands requires that the| Mr. SPRINGER. The House did. 

distance shall not be less than 50 feet. The SPEAKER. The House did in this case. The rules expressly 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Is not 50 feet the customary distance ? provide that all matters relating to contested elections shall go to the 


Mr. NORWOOD. It may be, but investigation by the mayor of the | Committee on Elections, and yet the Chair holds that a motion to dis- 
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charge that committee from the further consideration of such a case and 
bring it before the House is a privileged motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, was there objection to my request 
for unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill be postponed 
until after we shall have considered the interstate-commerce bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet stated that request. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] asks unanimous consent 
to discharge the committee from the further consideration of this bill 
and message, and postpone the consideration of it until after the bill 
known as the interstate-commerce bill has been disposed of. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BURROWS and others objected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Who objects? 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen object. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to inquire whether the committee in re- 
porting a bill is not thereby discharged ? 

The SPEAKER. It is; but this bill has not been reported. The 
House has the power to discharge this committee from the considera- 
tion of « bill and bring it into the House for consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is this a new means of filibustering against the 
interstate-commerce bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. It isa means of considering the messages vetoing 
pension bills. 

Mr.SPRINGER. There is only one person interested in this pension 
bill, while sixty millions of people are interested in the other measure. 

Mr. REAGAN. I raise the question of censideration. 

Mr. BURROWS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order under the rules. The gen- 
tleman from Texas raises the question of consideration; and the ques- 
tion is, Will the House now proceed to consider the bill? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, can the question of considera- 
tion be raised on the motion to discharge a committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairbegs pardon. This isnot a proposition 
to call up the bill for consideration but to discharge the committee. 
The only way to defeat it is to refuse toagree tothe motion. The bill 
is not now before the House for consideration. 

Mr. MATSON. Is the motion divisible? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; because if the committee is discharged 
the bill is then before the House as a privileged measure. The ques- 
tion now is upon discharging the Committee on Invalid Pensions from 
the farther consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question). The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the consideration of these messages vetoing 
pension bills be now postponed—if the House determines not to act on 
those questions at this time—would that bring up for consideration the 
interstate-commerce bill? 

The SPEAKER. That would depend altogether upon the subse- 
quent action of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is generally admitted that would be the re- 
sult. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration can be raised against 
the interstate-commerce bill as well as against others. The Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
90, nays 117, not voting 115; as follows: 


YEAS—90. 

Felton, Lindsley, 
Fleeger, Little, 
Funston, Long, 
Geddes, 
Grout, Millard, 
Hayden, Milliken, 
Hepburn, Mo 
Hermann, Morrill, 
Hiestand, Negley, 
Bunnell, Hires, Nelson, 
Burleigh, Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles 
Burrows, Hitt, Osborne, 
Campbell, J. M. Holmes, Parker, 

— Payne, 

Jackson, Peters, 

James, 

Johnson, F. A 

Johnston, J.T. 


Allen, C. H, 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Bound, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, C. E. 
Brown, W. W. 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 


Everhart, Aird, 
Farquhar, Lehilbach, 

NAYS—117. 
Cox, 
Crain, 


Crisp, 
Croxton, 
Culberson, 


Allen, J. M. Cabell, 
Barnes, Carppbell, Felix 
Belmosrt, Catchings, 
Bennett, Clardy, 

Bland, Clements, 
Blount, Cobb, Curtin, 
Breckinridge,C.R. Collins, Daniel, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Comstock, Davidson, A. C, 
Bynum, Cooper, Dockery, 


Gay, 
Gibson, C. H. 


Hall, 

Halsell, 

Harris, 

Hatch, 

Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, J. 8. 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, 
Holman, 
Howard, 
Hutton, 

Irion, 
Johnston, T. D. 
Jones, J. H. 


Adams, G. E. 
Adams, J. J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Arnot, 

Baker, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barry, 

Seach, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 

Boutelle, 
Boyle, 

Brady, 

Bragg, 

Brumm, 
Burnes, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Candler, 
Caswell, 
Compton, 
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Jones, J. T. 
Kleiner, 
Laffoon, 
Landes, 
lanham, 
Lawler, 
Le Fevre, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Mills, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 


Murphy, 
Ne x 


Neece, 
Norwood, 
Oates 


O’Ferrall, 
Outhwaite, 
Peel, 

Perry, 
Pidcock, 
Pindar, 
Reagan, 
Reid, J. W. 
Richardson, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Springer. 
Stahlnecker, 


NOT VOTING—115. 


Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, R. H. M. 
Dawson, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 
Ermentrout, 
Findlay, 

Foran, 

Ford, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, Eustace 
Gilfillan, 
Glover, 

Green, R. 8. 
Grosvenor, 
Guenther, 
Hale, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 

Hill, 

Houk, 


King, 
Libbey, 
Louttit, 
Lyman, 
Mahoney, 
Markham, 
McAdoo, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Merriman, 
Miller, 
Mitchell, 
Morrow, 
Muller, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Owen, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 


Phelps, 
Randall, 


JULY 29, 


—— 


St. Martin, 
Swope, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, Zach, 
Townshend, 
Trige, 
Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele, 
Wallace, 
Ward, J. H. 
Ward, T. B. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, 


Wise, 
Worthington. 


Singleton, 
Smalls, 

Spri b 

Steele, 

Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Stone, W: J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Struble, 

Symes, 

Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, J. R. 


Wakefield, 
Warner, A. J. 
Wellborn, 
Whitl 

iting, 
Willis,” 
Winans 
Woltord. 


Cowles, Hudd, 


So the House refused to discharge the committee from the further 
consideration of the bill. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BAYNE said: I move by unanimous consent that the reading of 
the names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized to say that my col- 
league, Mr. MCKINLEY, were he present and not paired, would vote 
‘ay’? on this question and similar ones. 

The following additional pair was announced: 
nm O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. Payson, for the remainder of 

e day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 


Mr. REAGAN. I move to proceed to the consideration of the special 
order, which is the interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to call up a matter of privilege. I move 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from the further 
ae of the bill H. R. 7257 granting a pension to James H. Dar- 

ing. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent or 
does he make a motion ? 

Mr. PERKINS. I make the motion that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a vetoed bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that by unanimous consent we 
may come to ‘some agreement to take up ion bills and the accom- 
panying veto messages of the President which have been reported and 
are now upon the Calendar. And after those bills have been disposed 
of we can then take up the interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is all right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is accepted. 

Mr. MATSON. So far as the bills on the Calendar are concerned, it 
is the __ of the commtitee and everybody else to consider them. 
Those which have not been reported have not been reported because 
they have not yet been considered by the committee. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] asks 
that by unanimous consent the House shall proceed to the considera- 
tion of pension bills with the veto messages now on the Calendar in tlie 
order in which they stand, and after have been of that 
then the House shall to the of the interstate-com- 
merce bill. [Cries of “ All right!’’] 

Mr. REAGAN. Are they to be debated? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that. 

Mr. BURROWS. They are to be debated, of course. 


Se ae ee 


EE IR Bath 








/ 
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Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, my experience here to-day shows me 
this agreement would be of no avail if these bills are every one of 
them to be open to debate. 

Mr. MATSON. For the purpose of testing the sense of the House I 
ask that these bills be considered without debate. (Cries of ‘* Regu- 
lar order !’’} . ; 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is not right. I wish an opportunity to 
say aword. Now, it is not fair tostrip us of that opportunity by call- 
ing the regular order after two gentlemen have spoken on the other 
side. I wish to say we want these pension vetoes considered. We 
want them considered fairly in proportion to their merits. There is no 
disposition on this side to consume time except so fur as necessary to 
elucidate these pension cases and bring them fairly and justly before 
the House. I make that statement as to my intention, and I believe 
it is the intention oi every man on this side of the House. We have 
been bringing them up for that purpose and for no other. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let us dispose of this interstate-commerce bill, 
which will not take longer than fifteen minutes, and then we can go on 
with the other bills to which the gentleman has referred. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. These are privileged under the Constitution. 
We have aright to consider them, and they ought to be considered. As 
soon as they are considered there will be unanimous consent granted to 
take up the other bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yesterday was spent in a proceeding which might 
have been completed in an hour ortwo. Every opportunity was taken 
advantage of to prevent calling up the interstate-commerce bill. To-day 
every time I called that bill up a pension bill was up to antagonize it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is not correct. 

Mr. REAGAN. This is a bill which the country has been demand- 
ing the passage of for fourteen years. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senate or Cullom bill is far better than the one 
the gentleman is advocating. 

Mr. REAGAN. The interstate-commerce bill is one which affects 
the interest of sixty millions of people, yet gentlemen stand up here 
and antagonize it by privileged motions of small importance in them- 
selves simply for the purpose of defeating it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I deny that statement in toto. It has no 
foundation in the actual facts which have occurred before this House. 
If the gentleman does not get up his interstate-commerce bill and have 
it considered it is because he objects to-day and will not consent to the 
fair proposition of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam ready to vote on it now and have been ready 
all the time, and the gentleman from Maine will not succeed in deceiv- 
ing the country. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not intend to deceive anybody. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from In- 
diana desires to submit a further modification of the proposition. 

Mr. MATSON. I will further modify it by limiting the debate upon 
each bill to ten minutes on each side. [Cries of ‘‘ Very well!’ on the 
Republican side. } 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I agree to that. 

Mr. REAGAN. That will be acceptable to me. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Thatisfair. [Criesof ‘‘ Allright!’’ 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Ten minutes on each side I think will be entirely 
satisfactory to this side of the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does that include the reading of the reports? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Not to include the reading of the reports. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That is a new modification not embraced 
in the request of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The reports are not lengthy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it not nec- 
essary, under the Constitution, to have a yea-and-nay vote upon the 

of each of these bills? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are six bills on the Calendar; it will take 
ali day to-day and all day to-morrow to complete this order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to the House. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent to proceed to the consideration of the pension bills with the veto 
messages of the President now on the Calendar in the order in which 
they stand, debate upon each bill to be limited to ten minutes on each 
side, not to include the time of the reading of the reports. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That was not the proposition. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But that will be necessary; the reports must 
be read and will not consume much time. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is a new modification. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There will be no objection on this side with 
the modification. The reports ought to be read. 

Ph. MATSON. Any gentleman can have the report read in his own 
e. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. You will obviate all objection on the part of 
everybody on this side if that arrangement will satisfy gentlemen over 


Mr. MATSON. The trouble is there will be objections on this side. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. That, of course, is a different matter. 
Mr. HISCOCK, We will agree with the other side to stay here a 


month if necessary to consider the interstate-commerce bill. 
laughter and cries of ‘‘Oh!’’ on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to take a vote upon the 
interstate-commerce bill now. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will theChair state the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Indiana? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Indiana declines te modify his first suggestion. 

Mr. MATSON. I do decline. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state, then, that the gentle- 
man asks unanimous consent to proceed now to consider the pension 
bills with the President’s veto messages on the Calendar in the order 
in which they stand, the debate upon each bill to be limited to ten min- 
utes on each side, and when these bills are completed that the House 
proceed to consider the interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish toask a question for infor- 
mation whether that gives the interstate-commerce bill any headway 
more than it is entitled to now? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question for the Chair to determine. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If it does I shall object, for I do 
not want to give it any precedence other than it will have under the 
care and management of the gentlemen from Texas, and if this arrange- 
ment will bring it up positively I certainly would not accede to it. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman in that statement does not represent 
this side of the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not object, I want it understood. I am 
perfectly willing to agree to the suggestion made with the modification 
that the reports be read. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Has the previous question been or- 
dered on the interstate-commerce bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. REAGAN. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Let me ask for information again. 
Perhaps I will withdraw the objection. I understand that ten min- 
utes on each side is to be allowed for debate, not including the reading 
of the reports. 

The SPEAKER. 
it in that way. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. At the suggestion of gentlemen 
around me I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Would the reading of the reports come entirely 
out of the time occupied in favor of the bills? 

The SPEAKER. The readingof the report in each case would come 
out of the time of any gentleman who chose to ask for its reading. 
They will not be read at all unless some gentleman asks for their read- 
ing in his own time. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to ask another question. I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and generally other gentlemen on 
that side of the House, if it is understood that nobody on that side is 
in any manner to oppose the consideration of the interstate-commerce 
bill? [Cries of ‘‘No!’’] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why, you do not expect us to take that bill with- 
out some modification or amendment? 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand agreement is asked to the proposition 
that the bills on the Calendar 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The Chair can 
not hear a word the gentleman from Texas says in consequence of the 
confusion on the floor. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’ } 

Mr. REAGAN. Objection is made to the arrangement, I believe? 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made. 

The question is, Will the House discharge the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions from the further consideration of the bill the title of whicli 
the Clerk will report? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Derisive 


I object to the arrangement. 


The gentleman from Indiana declines to modify 





A bill (H. R. 7257) granting a pension to James W. Darling. 


Mr. REAGAN. On that I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question of consideration. This is a 
motion to discharge the committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. On that I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 112, not vot- 
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ing 123; as follows: 


Alien, C. H, 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Bound, 
Brown, C. EF. 
Brown, W. W. 
Browne, T. M. 
sSuchanan, 
Buck, 
Bunnell, 
Burrows, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, 
Dorsey, 
Ely, 
Evans, 
Everhart, 
Farquhar, 
Felton, 


Allen, J. M. 
Barnes, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 


Breckinridge, C. R. 
Breckinridge, WCP. 


Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Collins, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 

Cox, 

Crain, 

Crisp, 
Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Daniel, 
Davidson, A.C. 
Dockery, 


Adams, G, E. 
Adams, J.J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M. 
Anderson, J, A. 
Arnot, 
Baker, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barry, 
Beach, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 
Boutelle, 
Brady, 
Bragg, 
jrumm, 
Burleigh, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Se, ows 
Candler, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Compton, 
Curtin, 
Dargan, 


YE 


Fleeger, 
Funston, 
Geddes, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hayden, 
Hepburn, 
Hiestand, 
Hires, 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Jackson, 
James, 
Johnson, F. A. 
Johnston, J.T. 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
la Follette, 
Lehlbach, 
Lindsley, 


AS—87. 


Little, 
Long, 
Lyman, 
Markham, 
McComas, 
McKenna, 
Millard, 
Milliken, 
Moffatt, 
Morrill, 
Nelson, 

O’ Neill, Charles 
Osborne, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Pirce, 
Plumb, 
Reed, T. B. 
Rice, 


NAYS—112. 


Dougherty, 
Dowdney, 
Dunn, 
Eden, 
Eldredge, 
Fisher, 
Forney, 
Frederick, 
Fuller, 
Gay, 
Glass, 
Goff, 


Halsell, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, J.8. 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, 
Holman, 
Howard, 
Hutton, 

Irion, 


Johnston, T. D. 


Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.T, 
Kleiner, 
Laffoon, 
Landes, 
lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Mahoney, 
Martin, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Mills, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 


Neal,” 


eece, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 
O’Ferrall, 
Outhwaite, 
Peel, 
Perry, 
Pidecock, 


NOT VOTING—123. 


Davenport, 


Davidson, R, H. M, 


Dawson, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 
Elisberry, 
Ermentrout, 
Findlay, 
Foran, 

Ford, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, C. H. 
Gibson, Eustace 
Gilfillan, 
Glover, 
Green, R.8. 
Green, W. J. 
Grosvenor, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Houk, 
Hudd, 

King, 

Laird, 


Lawler, 
Libbey, 


Maybury, 
McAdoo, 
McKinley, 
Merriman, 
Miller, 
Mitchell, 
Morrow, 
Muller, 
Negley, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. BAYNE, 


I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 


names be dispensed with. 
There was no objection. 


Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Ryan. 
Scranton, 
Sessions, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Strait, 
Swinburne, 
Symes, 
Thomas, O. B. 
Thompson, 
Wade, 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A.J. 
Weber, 
West, 

White, A.C. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Woodburn. 


Pindar, 
Reagan, 
Reid, J. W. 
Richardson, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
Swope, 


Townshend, 
Trigg, 
Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele, 
Ward, J.H. 
Ward. T.B. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Worthington. 


Snyder, 


Stahinecker, 


Steele, 
Stewart, J.W. 


Wise, 
Wolford. 


jection. 


The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 
day: 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. BRADY. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Larep. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. SAWYER. 

Mr. WALLACE with Mr, ZAcH. TAYLOR. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call up the special order. 

The SPEAKER. That has been already called up. 

Mr. DUNN. I am satisfied the seen I made a few moments 
sgo was not understood. I wish to t it-—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Regular 


JULY 


— 


Mr. DUNN. I wish to repeat it, and then I shall withdraw my o| 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Thatis enough. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is withdrawn to the request of the gen. 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson]. Is there any further objection’ 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Chair please repeat what is the request? 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to know if it is understood that when thes 
pension bills have been voted on the interstate-commerce bill is to be 
taken up? 

The SPEAKER. That is the request. The Chair was about to 
state it. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] asks unanim 
consent that the House proceed to the consideration in the order i 
which they stand on the Calendar of the pension bills with vetoes }) 
the President; that ten minutes be allowed for debate on each bill! on 
each side, and when the consideration of these bills is completed thc 
House will proceed to the consideration of the interstate-commerc: 
bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
arrangement. 

Mr. BAYNE. I make the suggestion, Mr. Speaker, that it app 
to be in vain now to make efforts to bring up these bills 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw my objection for th 
present. 

The SPEAKER. It is not enough to withdraw the objection for the 
present. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to know whether this ar- 
rangement, if it beagreed to, gives headway to the interstate-commerce 
bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It is part of the arrangement that when the con- 
sideration of these pension bills is completed the House will proceed to 
the consideration of the interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am very much embarrassed. ! 
want to see these pension bills passed over the President’s veto, and | 
reluctantly withdraw my objection. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to aska question with regard to this agree. 
ment. If the agreement is had, and the friends of any of these pen- 
sion bills do not want them considered, can they be passed over ? 

The SPEAKER. When a bill comes up for consideration it can |» 
postponed. ‘There is consideration in some form or other to be con- 
pleted. And so the interstate-commerce bill, when it comes up, ma; 
be postponed by a vote of the House; but under the arrangement, 2/te: 
the consideration of the other bills is completed it will come up | 
consideration. ‘The Chair hears no further objection to the arrange- 
ment. The Clerk will report the first pension bill on the Calendar re- 
turned by the President without his approval. 


ANDREW J. WILSO?. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.. R. 7108) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wilson. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, \- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Wilson, a private in Compan) 
Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The SPEAKER. By orderof tho House twenty minutes aro allow 
for debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes are allowed for debate, ten m!u- 
utes on each side. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not so understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated it every time very distinctly. 
Mr. SAWYER. I desire to call the attention of the House to 
facts in this case. I wish to state first that I am personally acquainte! 
with the claimant in this case and with every witness who has given 
testimony before the Pension Office with the exception of three p:'- 
sons. Theclaimant, according to the undisputed evidence, was dratte 

in the month of March, 1862 or 1863, I have forgotten which year. 

At the time he was drafted he claimed that he wasexempt from t! 

draft on account of his deafness and a spasmodic twitching of the ey: 
which rendered it impossible for him ever to learn to read. He was 
notified that he must appear at the office of the provost-marshal in the 
city of Rochester. In accordance with that notice he appeared be!or 
the examining surgeon. Two gentlemen from the village of Albion, 
where the claimant lived, and where I have lived for forty years, \: 
present. At the time he ‘appeared before the provost-marshal two: 
quaintances of his were present; one of them, Mr. George W. Be: 
then a deputy in the provost-marshal’s office, and the other a gent 
manramedSpencer. They had known Wilson from his boyhood. Th hey 
prepared certain papers for him, setting forth the disabilities which ”- 
fitted him for military service. Those papers were presented to ‘° 
provost-marshal. He examined the papers, and then the surgeon pr 
ceeded to examine Wilson. After the examination the surgeon |)" 
nounced him “sound asa nut’’ (to use the of Mr. Bedell), and 
said that . would make a good soldier, and he was ordered to repott 


NowlI wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that in the 


I object to the latter part of th: 
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case of this man Andrew Wilson it can not be claimed that he was try- | 
ing to procure the large bounty which was then being paid to volun- | 
teer soldiers. He was a poor boy, deaf, unable to read, and for those | 
reasons had never volunteered; but the Government, with its strong 
arm, took hold of him and said that he must enter the service, the | 
examining surgeon, the agent of the Government, selected by it to ex- 
amine every drafted man, reporting that he had examined him and pro- | 
nounced him sound. ; 

Wilson was ordered to report to the Ninety-sixth Regiment of New 
York Volunteers, in which regiment he did not know a solitary man. 
He went into the service and served in Virginia from March until Sep- 
tember. Marching in the midst of storms, unprotected by blanket or 
tent, he contracted rheumatism, and he was also confined in the hos- 
pital at one time for diarrhea. 

Atanother time, going to the building in which the soldiers then had 
their barracks, in passing up an outer flight of stairs, the stairs broke 
and he fell and was injured. Still, the claim for pension is mostly 
on account of the rheumatism which he contracted in the service. He 
makes no claim whatever for deafness. In the month of September of 
the same year he was discharged on account of chronic nephritis, which, 
as I understand it, is some kind of a kidney difficulty, and also on ac- 
count of deafness, and in the certificate of discharge the physician, 
who never had known him until he joined the regiment, made the 
statement that those disabilities had existed at the time of his enlist- 
ment. That is all the evidence there is in this case in any shape or 
form which refers to the disabilities having existed at the time of en- 
listment. I make thisstatement after a thorough examination of every 

per in the case on file in the Pension Office. 

The first point I make is this, that the Government having forced 
this man into its service, and the agent appointed by the Government 
to examine him having examined him and declared him sound at the 
time he entered the service, by all the rules of fairness and justice the 
Government ought now to be estopped from claiming that he was un- 
sound at that time. I wish to appeal to every gentleman on this floor 
on both sides of the House to say whether it is right for the Govern- 
ment when it lays its strong hand upon a man and drags him into its 
service, notwithstanding his protest that he is not liable to military duty 
on account of specific difficulties—whether itis right, after the Govern- 
ment forces him into the service and subsequently discharges him for 
certain disabilities, to turn around and say when he applies for a pen- 
sion that those disabilities existed at the time when it forced him into 
the service. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If this man was so disabled in the service I would 
like to know why he delayed making his application for a pension from 
1865 to 1882, more than seventeen years? 

Mr. SAWYER. I will answer the gentleman to the best of my abil- 
ity. Ifthe man was disabled when he left the service of the Govern- 
ment, and from that time until the present has been disabled, it is not 
fair for the Government to say to him, ‘‘ You have deferred your appli- 
cation for a pension too long.’’? During these seventeen years the man 
has not received one farthing of pension at the hands of the Govern- 
ment. 

One furtherstatement: It appears by the papers in the Pension Office 
that two examining boards have declared this man to be disabled, and 
the chairman of the board of review states in a certificate over his own 
signature that the disability which the claimant proves by affidavit is 
the same disability for which he was discharged. 

The next point I desire to make is this: that the man when he en- 
tered the service was entirely sound, so far as regards any disease for 
which he claims a pension. He does not make claim for pension on ac- 
count of deafness, but he does on account of rheumatism. The claimant 
‘was a mason; and it appears by the testimony of men with whom he 
had worked for years that before entering the service of the Government 
he was astrong, able-bodied man, engaged daily in plastering walls and 
ceilings, handling heavy material and carrying large hods of mortar; 
that down to the time when he was drafted he was asound and healthy 
man. It appears by the testimony of three men who have known him 
over twenty years that when he was drafted they had never heard of 
his having had anything like rheumatism. Yet at the Pension Office 
this claim was rejected on the ground that the disability existed at the 
time he was drafted. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. SAWYER. Iwill only add that the report of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions is unanimous in favor of the passage of this bill not- 
withstanding the veto. 

Thé SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass, the objections 
of the President to the contrary notwithstanding? On this question 
the Constitution requires that the yeas and nays be taken. The Clerk 
will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 85, not vot- 
ing 131; as follows: 


YEAS—106. 
Atkinson, Barry. Browne, T. M. Brown, W. W. 
Baker, Bayne, Brown, C. E. Brumm, 
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Buchanan, Geddes, Lovering, Rowell, 
Buck, Goff, Lyman, Ryan, 
Bunnell, Grout, Markham, Seney, 
Burleigh, Hall, Maybury, Sessions, 
Burrows, Hayden, McComas, Spooner, 


Butterworth, 


Henderson, D. B, 





Breckinridge,WCP.Gay, 


Cabell, 


Gibson, C. H. 


McKenna, 





McCreary, 
MeMillin, 


Stephenson, 


| Campbell, J, M. Hepburn, Millard, Strait, 
Cannon, Hermann, I ken, Struble, 
Comstock, Hires, att, Swinburne, 
Conger, } Neece, Swope, 
Cooper, Negley, Symes, 
Cutcheon, Holman, Nelson, I 
Davis, Holmes, O’ Neill, Charles Taulbee, 
Dorsey, Howard, Osborne, Taylor, Zach, 
Eldredge, Jackson, Parker, Thomas, O. B, 
Elisberry, James, Payne, Townshend, 
Ely, Johnson, F. A. Perkins, Viele, 
Evans, Johnston, J.T. Peters, Wade, 
Everhart, Ketcham, Pettibone, Warner, A. J, 
Farquhar, Kleiner, Pirce, Weaver, J.B, 
Felton, La Follette, Plumb, Weber, 
Fleeger, Landes, Price, West, 
Frederick, Lehlbach, Reed, T. B. White, A. 0, 
Fuller, Little, Rice, 
Funston, Long, Rockwell, 

NAYS—S5. 

Allen, J, M. Daniel, Jones, J. H. Riggs, 
Barnes, Davidson, A.C, Jones, J.T. Sayers, 
Belmont, Dowdney, Laffoon, Seymour, 
Bennett, Dunn, Lanham, Shaw, 
Bland, Eden, Lore, Skinner, 
Blount, Ermentrout, Lowry, Sowden, 
Boyle, Fisher, Mahoney, Springer, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Forney, Martin, Stahlnecker, 


Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin, 


Campbell, Felix Green, W.J. McRae, Trigg, 
Catchings, Halsell, Mitchell, Turner, 
Clardy, Harris, Morgan, Van Eaton, 
Clements, Hatch, Morrison, Wallace, 
Cobb, Hemphill, Neal, Ward, T. B, 
Cowles, Henderson, J.S, Norwood, Wheeler, 
Cox, Herbert, O’ Ferrall, Wilkins, 
Crain, Hewitt, Outhwaite, Wilson, 
Crisp, Hudd, Peel, Wise. 
Croxton, Hutton, Reagan, 
Culberson, Irion, Reid, J. W. 
Curtin, Johnston, T. D. Richardson, 

NOT VOTING—131L. 
Adams, G. E, Dingley, Lindsley, Smalls, 
Adams, J.J Dockery, Louttit, Snyder, 
Aiken, Dougherty, Matson, Spriggs, 
Allen, C. H. Dunham, McAdoo, Steele, 
Anderson, C. M, Findlay, McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Anderson, J. A. Foran, Merriman, Stone, E. F. 
Arnot, Ford, Miller, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Ballentine, Gallinger, Mills, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Barbour, Gibson, Eustace Morrill, Storm, 
Barksdale, Gilfillan, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Beach, Glass, Muller, Taylor, I. H. 
Bingham, Glover, Murphy, Taylor, J. M. 
Blanchard, Green, R.S, Oates, Thomas, J. R. 
Bliss, Grosvenor, O’ Donnell, Thompson, 
Bound, Guenther, O’ Hara, Throckmorton, 
Boutelle, Hale, O'Neill, J.J. Tillman, 
Brady, Hammond, Owen, Tucker, 
Bragg, Hanback, Payson, Van Schaick, 
Burnes, Harmer, Perry, Wadsworth, 
Bynum, Haynes, Phelps, Wait, 
Caldwell, Heard, Pidecock, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. E. Henderson, T. J. Pindar, Ward, J.H. 
Campbell, T. J. Henley, Randall, Warner, William 
Candler, Hiestand, tanney, Weaver, A. J. 
Carleton, Hill, Reese, Wellborn, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Robertson, White, Milo 
Collins, Houk, Rogers, Whiting, 
Compton, Kelley, Romeis, Willis, 
Dargan, King, Sadler Winans, 
Davenport, Laird, Sawyer, Wolford, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Lawler, Scott, Woodburn, 
Dawson, Le Fevre, Scranton, Worthington, 
Dibble, Libbey, Singleton, 


passed. 


se ay.’’ 


Mr. SAWYER. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. KING with Mr. GUENTHER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, for the rest of the day. 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 
with my colleague [Mr. HARMER], who, 
If at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘ no. 


So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the bill was not re- 


Mr. Speaker, I had paired with the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Matson], not supposing that this bill would be reached; 


and that is the reason I have not voted. If not paired, I would voto 


I find I am paired 


if present, would vote ‘‘ay."? 
”? 





The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 106, the nays 85. 
Two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative, the bill is not passed. 
The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House now takes a recess 
until 8 o’clock, the evening session to be for the consideration of pri- 
vate bills in accordance with the special order. 





EVENING SESSION, 
The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
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to order by Hon. Benton MCMILLIN, who directed the reading of the 
following communication: 


SpreakeR’s Room, House or REPRESENTATIVES, July 29, 1886. 
Mr. McMiiurm, of Tennessee, is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
for the session of the House of Representatives this evening. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


To Hon Jouwn B, CLaRrk, Jr., 
Clerk House Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolution 
under which the House assembles to-night. 

The order for the evening session was read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Cal- 
endar under the special order. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me, before that is done, to 
make a request for unanimous consent in order to reach a bill which 
probably can not be reached to-night under the order? I will take it 
as a great favor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we can facilitate matters by proceeding 
under some sort of a rule. 

Mr. DUNN. It is not likely that the committee will reach thiz bill 
on the Calendar—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to make a suggestion when the House re- 
solves itself into Committee of the Whole that I think will facilitate 
business. 

Mr. DUNN. I will state to the gentleman that this bill is simply 
to grant the right of way through the Indian Territory from Fort Smith 
to Albuquerque, and it is a measure which we have attempted to get 
through a number of Congresses. Itis of great importance to the whole 
Southwest for railroad pu y 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it rest until toward the last, and we can then 
take it up later in the evening. 

Mr. DUNN. I fear it can not be reached. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask unanimous consent of the House 
that we first consider Senate bills on the Calendar against the consid- 
eration of which objection may not be made, and then proceed to take 
up such House bills on the Calendar, either by unanimous consent or 
in their regular order, as we may reach. 

Mr. PAYNE. How many Senate bills are there? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The difficulty is, I will state, that the House bills 
which pass now must go to the Senate and be referred to the respective 
committees. 

The Committee on Claims of that body will not hold any more ses- 
sions during the present session of Congress, and it will simply be a 
waste of time to send House bills to them, for they can not be considered 
there. It willalso entail a great deal of labor upon the engrossing clerks 
of the House, especially at a time when they are already overwhelmed 
with the important and responsible work of engrossing the appropria- 
tion bills. All Senate bills that we pass can become laws this session, 
and it is with a view to facilitating that business that we have asked 
the session to-night. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is it intended that these bills are to be taken up 
in their order as they appear upon the Calendar? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HERMANN. ThenI would suggestalso, unless the consideration 
of such bills be asked for as their titles are read, that they be consid- 
ered as over, retaining their places on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make that request. 

Mr. PAYNE. How many of these Senate bills are there? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not know the number, not having counted 
them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object to taking up the Senate bills exclusively. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All Lask is that one hour be devoted to the Sen- 
ate bills in their order on the Calendar, no bill to be considered unless 
some gentleman present asks its consideration when the title is read, 
and then if there is objection after the title is read, that it shall be 
laid aside to retain its place on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from I]linois. 

Mr. PRICE. I think there was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HatcH in the chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, before the first bill is reported I 
now renew my request that the first hour of this session to-night be de- 
voted to the consideration of Senate bills on the Calendar in their reg- 
ular erder, and that no bill shall be considered to which there is ob- 
jection, nor shall any bill be considered unless when its title is read 
sume gentleman rises and asks its consideration. 


Mr. PAYNE. To be taken up in their regular order? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


The first Senate businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 574) 
for the relief of Robert Strachan. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Chairman, this was reported by my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. GALLINGER]. I know he regards it as a meritori- 
ous case, and I would like to ask its consideration. 
6s HEMPHILL. I will have to object to the consideration of that 

Lil. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the bill retains its place 
on the Calendar. 

The next Senate business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
390) for the relief of H. A. Meyers. 

The bill was informally passed over. 


KINSEY B. CECIL. 


The next Senate business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
218) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte County, Missouri, and 
authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey B. Cecil. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas George Smith did, on the 9th day of April, A. D. 1862, make entry at 
the United States land-office at Booneville, in the State of Missouri, of the fol- 
lowing described land situated in the county of Platte, in said State of Missouri, 
to wit: The northeast fractional quarter and the southeast fractional quarter 
(west of Bee Creek, section 31, township 53. range 35, containing 19.52 acres, per 
cash certificate numbered 48378, dated April 9, 1862; and 

Whereas Joseph Meyer did,on the said 9th day of April, 1862,make entry at 
the said United es land-office at Boonville, Mo.,of the following described 
land, to wit: The northwest fractional quarter of the northeast fractional quar- 
ter (west of Bee Creek), section 31, township 53, range 35, containing 1.73 acres, 
percash certificate numbered 38377, dated April 9,A.D. 1862; and 

Whereas the purchase-money for said fractions of land is still retained by the 
Government of the United States, and said lands have long since passed into the 
hands of innocent purchasers, who have occupied the same, paid taxes, and made 
valuable improvements thereon, having had no notice that said entries had been 
canceled until recently: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &c., That the above-described entries be, and the same are, con- 
firmed; and that patents are hereby authorized to be issued for said described 
lands to Kinsey B. Cecil, the of said George Smith and Joseph Meyer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is all right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be laid aside. 

The Senate bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with tho 
recommendation that it do pass. 


8. B. CRANSTON. 


The next Senate business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
68) for the relief of 8. B. Cranston, of Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iaskconsideration of thatbill. It involves avery 
small amount—only $40. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay 8. B. Cranston, of Oregon, the sum of $40, on account 
of traveling and contingent expenses by him incurred in taking a in 
Oregon in the land case of William Bauermeister, as instructed by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, in 1877. 


The Senate bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


FRANCIS GILBEAU. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 715) 
for the relief of Francis Gilbeau. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $2,600 is appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the legal represeta- 
tives of Francis Gilbeau, deceased, in full of claims against the United States for 
the rent of houses and other buildings belonging to said Gilbeau, and all dam- 


ages to the same, in Galveston and San Antonio, Tex., during the years 1865 and 
1866. 


Mr. EDEN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can state briefly the facts in this case. This bill 
has already passed both Houses in the Forty-sixth Congress, but was 
lost in transmission to the Executive. It was reported favorably by 
the Iiouse committees of the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Con- 
gresses and passed the Senate in the Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, and 
now again in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the amount claimed? 

Mr. SAYERS. Two thousand six hundred dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This occurred in 1865 and 1866, and I infer was 
prior to August 20, 1866. 

I must insist on striking out the words ‘‘and damages,”’ even if we 
pay the rent. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is really nothing provided for in the bill but 
rent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I listened to the reading of the bill I understood 
it provided for both damages and rent. We can not afford to recognize 
the principle of providing for damages, itseemsto me. I shall only in- 
sist on striking out the word “‘ damages.”’ 
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1886. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I had occasion to examine this claim in the last 
Co’ I considered it then, and do yet, a just claim. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think where the word ‘‘damages’’ occurs it 
should be stricken out. Let the bill be read again. 

The bill was again read. : : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I takeit for ted whoever examined this claim, 
the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN] or any other gentle- 
man in past years, would not have allowed anything fordamages. That 
is against the uniform policy of the Government. I ask that the word 
‘damages ’’ be stricken out. , : 

Mr. McMILLIN. My recollection is that all that was included in 
the bill in the last Congress was for rent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Rather I ask unanimous consent that the words 
‘and all damages to the same ’’ be stricken out. 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 30) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Kentucky pen- 
itentiary. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me understand what is the order for 
this evening’s proceedings. AsI understand it, we consider only those 
bills that have friends. I will befriend this man and call for the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to this bill. 

The Clerk reported the title of the next Senate bill on the Calendar, 
as follows: 

A bill G. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to George K. 


Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the possession of the offi- 
cers of the Government, 


Mr. HERMANN. I ask for the consideration of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that the bill 
can not be found at this moment. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I ask that until that bill is found we go on to 
the consideration of the next bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the next Senate bill on the Calendar, as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 391) for the relief of A. A. Thomas. 


The consideration of this bill was not called for. 
J. A. HENRY AND OTHERS. 


The Clerk read the title of the next Senate bill on the Calendar, as 
follows: 


A bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay to the following-named persons, or to their legal representatives, 
the following amounts due on their contracts with the United States, as appears 
by certified accounts on file in the Treasury Department; 

To J. A. Henry, $2. 

To Robert Stevenson, $4. 

To L. T. Green, $51. 

To Masonic Hall Company, Atlanta, Ga., $475. 

To E. Rouff, $45. 


To N.C. Blonton, $430. 

To Mrs. J. P. Williams, $900. 

To Miles S. Draughn, $60. 

And the said sums shall be in full of all claims or demands arising under the 
said contracts against the United States. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us have some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Are these 4th of July claims? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; they are claims based upon contracts 
for the use and occupation of property. There is one of the cases, the 
facts of which I personally know, being in my own town—the claim 
of N. C. Blonton for $430. The United States officers occupied the 
claimant’s blacksmith shop after the close of the war during 1866 under 
a contract made with him by the quartermaster. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Are they all contract claims? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They are all contract claims. They have 
passed the Senate and have been reported favorably by the House com- 
mittee a namber of times. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Have they been reported by the commit- 
tee of this House favorably during this session? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave the reporthere, made by Mr. KLEINER, 
of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, during the present ses- 
sion, after the bill the Senate. 

The bill was aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Clerk reported the title of the next Senate bill on the Calendar, 
as follows: 


A bill (S. 498) for the relief of George T. Dudley. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Thisisa bill which has already been passed once 
during this session and signed by the President, and I believe it was 
not vetoed. 

Mr. LYMAN. That bill has passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the next Senate bill on the Calendar, ag 
follows: 

A bill (S. 605) for the relief the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I ask for the consideration of that bill 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the bill. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman state the ground of his 
objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It isan unadjusted account. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. It provides for a settlement by the officers 
of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill being objected to, the Clerk will report 
the next bill. 


JOHN M. M’CLINTOCK. 


The Clerk read the title of the next Senate bill on the Calendar, as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 986) for the relief of John M. McClintock. 

Mr. SHAW. I ask for the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to reopen and reconsider the claim of John M. 
McClintock for the refunding of certain taxes alleged to have been improperly 
and illegally assessed and collected, namely, for the amount of $3,600, as claimed 
by him in the papers now on file in the Treasury Department; and if, upon re- 
opening and reconsidering said claim, said Commissloner shall find said taxes, 
or any part of the same, to have been illegally or improperly assessed and col- 
lected from said claimant, it is hereby made his duty to audit and ascertain the 
amount of taxes so illegally and improperly collected from said claimant, de- 
ducting, however, any legal unpaid taxes which claimant should have paid and 
did not, if any there shall be, under section 108 of the act of June 30, 1864, en- 
titled “ An act to provide internal revenue to support the Government, to pay 
interest on the public debt, and for other purposes.” And the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and required to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the amount of taxes so found by said 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue as aforesaid to have been illegally and im- 
properly assessed and collected, to the said John M. McClintock. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE K. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will now report the bill which was 
passed over a short time ago. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to George K. Otis 


duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the possession of the officers 
of the Government. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to issue to George K, Otis duplicates of three Porterfield land-warrants, 
issued in pursuance of the act of Congressapproved April 11, 1860, numbered 16, 
17,and 120, respectively, upon satisfactory proof of ownership and loss of the 
same, and the execution of a bond, with good and sufficient sureties,in double 
the market value of the warrants so to be issued,to be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, conditioned to indemnify the United States against the pres- 
entation by an innocent holder of the alleged lost warrants; and that said du- 
plicates shall have all the legal force and effect as had the originals: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Interior may require further proof of the loss of said 
land-warrants than that on file in his Department before issuing said duplicates. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear some statement in explanation of the 
bill or have the report read. I want to know something concerning 
this claim. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will state briefly that this involves three land- 
warrants, amounting to 40 acres each, which were lost while in charge 
of the local land office. The object of the bill is to confer on the Sec- 
retary of the Interior authority to issue duplicate land-warrants on 
proper proof being produced of the loss of the original warrants and 
the execution of a proper refunding bond double the value of the land- 
warrants. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ESTATES OF DECEASED KICKAPOO INDIANS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 632) to 
provide for the settlement of the estates of deceased Kickapoo Indians 
in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the beneficial provisions of the amended third article 
of the treaty between the United States and the Kickapoo tribe of Indians 
of Kansas, made June 28, 1862, and proclaimed May 28, 1863, be, and the same 
hereby are, extended to al! adult allottees under said treaty, without regard to 
their being “‘ males and heads of families,”’ and without distinction as to sex. 

Sec. 2. That where allottees under theaforesaid treaty shall have died, or shall 
hereafter decease, leaving heirs surviving them, and without having obtained 
patents for lands allotted to them in accordance with the provisions of said 
treaty, the Secretary of the Interior shail cause patents in fee-simple to issue for 
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the lands so allotted, in the names of the original allottees, and such allottees 
shall be regarded, for the purpose of a careful and just settlement of their es- 
tates, as citizens of the United States and of the State of Kansas; and it shall 
be competent for the proper courts to take charge of the settlement of their es- 
tates, under all the forms and in accordance with the laws of the State of Kan- 
eas, as in the case of other citizens deceased; and where there are children of 
allottees left orphans, guardians for such orphans may be appointed by the pro- 
bate court of the county in which such orphans may reside; and such guard- 
ians shall give bonds, to be approved by the said court, for the proper care of the 
person and property of such orphans as provided by law. 

Sec, 3. That where allottees under said treaty shall have died, or shall here- 
ifter decease, leaving no heirs surviving them, and without having become 
citizens and received patents for their allotments, as provided in the third arti- 
cle of said treaty, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be appraised and 
sold for cash, in such manneras he may direct, the lands of such allottees ; and 
after paying the expense incident to such appraisement and sale, the net pro- 
ceeds thereof shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the 
credit of the said Kickapoo tribe of Indians, to be expended in such manner as 
the Secretary of the Interior may deem best for the benefit of the said tribe. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause patents in fee-simple to 
be issued for the lands sold under the provisions of the preceding section, in 
the same manner as patents are issued for public lands, 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I should like to hear the report, or else 
an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think a brief explanation will satisfy the gentle- 
man. In the Forty-eighth Congress a bill passed both Houses and was 
approved by the President, providing for the sale of the Kickapoo res- 
ervation, in the State of Kansas and for allotments to male adults. 
Objection is now made to that bill because it does not provide for allot- 
ments to female adults, and also because it fails to make the other pro- 
visions contained in this bill. This amendment is prepared by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Interior, and is sent to Congress as an executive document. It 
is designed for the purpose of carrying out and executing the act passed 
by the Forty-eighth Congress, and is what the Indians desire. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES F. BOWERS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 224) for 
the relief of Charles F. Bowers. 

Mr. LYMAN. I ask the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas, on or about the 9th day of August, in the year A. D. 1862, Charles F. 
Bowers, then first lieutenant and regimental enemas of the Eighth Reg- 
iment of New Jersey Volunteers, did receive from George H. Weeks, then cap- 
tain and assistant quartermaster of United States volunteers, the sum of $230, 
being funds of the United States belonging to the Quartermaster Department of 
the Army, and was unable technically to “account” forthe same as uired by 
the rules of the Treasury Department, because of the loss and destruction of his 
official books and papers during the campaign of 1862 under Gen. John Pope; and 

Whereas itappears by the evidence on file in the Third Auditor’s Office of the 
Treasury Department that the said money was nevertheless actually and law- 
fully disbursed by the said Charles F. Bowers in the execution of the duties of 
his said office, though unable to furnish formal vouchers therefor because of 
said loss and destruction of his said books and papers: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Oongress assembled, That a credit for the said sum of $230 be allowed 
to the said Charles F. Bowers by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM ERVIN. 

The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 542) for 
the relief of William Ervin. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to William Ervin, his heirs or assigns, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise sqpmuiee, $7,650, being the value of 
one hundred and eighty head of beef-cattie seized unlawfully and taken out of 
his possession, in the State of Kansas, in the year 1862, by order of Col. Charles 
R. Jennison, commanding the Seventh Regiment Kansas Cavalry, United States 
Volunteers, said beef-cattle having been used as subsistence for the officers and 
soldiers of said regiment. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to hear some explanation of that bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to its consideration at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. The Clerk will report the 
next bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The following Senate bills were read by title and passed over, no one 
calling for their consideration: 

A bill (S. 269) for the relief of W. H. Powell; 

A biil (S. 267) for the relief of Edway A. Grant; and 

A bill (165) for the relief of William H. Gray, of Kentucky. 


MARTIN MURPHY AND P. B. MURPHY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 22) for 
the relief of Martin Murphy and P. B. Murphy. 
Mr. FELTON. I ask the consideration of that bill. 
The bil! was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretar 7 and 
thorized and dirested to a to Martin Stote end BM 
$10,000, with interest at 4 per cent. per annum from the 38th 
full ea and satisfaction for the site of the light-house on 
on e 


Pacific coast, conveyed to the United States by the said 
and P. B. Murphy by deed dated April 18, 1881; ibemetebe 


expended balances of appropriations made for the support of the Light- 
Board and light-houses for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1381 and 1582 

Mr.McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right toobject, I, 
to have the report in that case read. 

Mr. FELTON. I will make a brief statement, which I think y 
obviate the reading of the report. 

Mr. MCKENNA. The Committee on Claims recommend that : 
allowance of interest be stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. FELTON. I was about to state that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 1 
mended by the Committee on Claims. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out in lines 5, 6, and 7 the words “ with interest at 4 
cent, per annum from the 18th of April, 1881.” 

Mr. FELTON. A bill has already passed the House and gone to 
Senate appropriating this money, in connection with some eight 1h 
sand more, making altogether $18,000. This bill has passed the s 
ate and hascomehere. The facts of the caseare these: The clerk of: 
engineer of the twelfth light-house district embezzled some $90), 
of the appropriation made for the payment of this and other clain 
The amount of the embezzlement was about $90,000, and the am 
of the indebtedness was some $86,000. No less than three commissi, 
appointed by the Treasury Department have examined this claim, ; 
in each instance they came to the conclusion, unanimously, that 1 
amount claimed was properly due and payable for goods furnished ani 
servicesrendered. Aside from this, the balance of the claim is for se: 
ices rendered by employés, mechanics, and laborers. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I thought the bill stated that this pay. 
ment was for property conveyed for light-house purposes; but from tle 
gentleman’s statement it seems that it is for services. 

Mr. FELTON. I was referring to the bill that passed the Hou 
making an appropriation which included this item. That bill passed 
here and went to the Senate. All the items of the claim have bee 
reported upon favorably. 

Mr. PAYNE. What is this item for? 

Mr. FELTON. This is for materials furnished. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is not what the bill says. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the bill had better go over. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Objectionismade. The Clerk will read the nex: 
bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This a very different bill from the one t 
which the remarks of the gentleman from California [Mr. FELTON } ap- 
pear to relate. 

Mr. FELTON. I was speaking about the other bill, in order to show 
gentlemen of the House that they had already passed this claim in au- 
otherbill. Iundertake tosay—and I can notafford tosay anything which 
is not true—that a juster claim than this never came before Congres: 
It has received the favorable consideration of both the House commit: 
and the Senate committee; it has been reported upon by three commis- 
sions, and it has passed the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Is this bill designed alone to cover a deed mai: 
by this party to the United States for a certain light-house site ? 

Mr. FELTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Then, if that is the whole case, we are all in 
favor of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood the gentleman to say—— 

Mr. FELTON. Allowmeone moment. The bill which was passed 
by the House comprised other items; it included $8,000 more for m:- 
terials furnished. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it covered this also? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. Fretoy) 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] arenotin order. ()- 
jection having been made, the bill is not before the committee. 

The Clerk read the title of the next Senate bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 570) for the relief of Jabez Burchard. 

Mr. FELTON. I object. 

The Clerk read the title of the next Senate bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 187) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, of Westport, Nov 
Scotia. 


Mr. FELTON. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis unnecessary forus tostay here and go thruzi 
the Calendar if gentlemen are going to object to each bill as reache: 
I give notice that if we can not go on in good faith in the considerat 
of bills I shall move that the committee rise and the House adjou™ 
There is no use for us to remain here for the purpose of indulging 
child’s play. If the gentleman from California is going to o!ject © 
every other bill simply because some gentleman here in the exer’: 
his rights as a member thinks that the bill just under considerat" 
ought not to pass, then it is useless for us to continue this proceed! 

Mr. FELTON. If the gentleman objecting will give some re" 
why he objects, I will not press the matter farther-—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is unnecessary for him to give any reason. 

Mr. FELTON. But to have a bill ebjected to without a partici’” 
reason, or to have the House stultify itself by refusing to pass this 
after having already passed the same claim in connection with ot)" 
matters, is a style of legislation I do not understand. 








1886. 








Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman, I think, loses his temper, if I | 
may be permitted to say so, in an uncalled-for way. It will be shown | 
by the Recorp when printed that the statement he has made does not | 
apply to the claim which was read; and this being the case, any mem- 
ber ought to have the right to object, and I shall certainly not fail to 
exercise that right. I say this without any unkind feeling toward the 
gentleman from California; but he made a statement which was incon- 
sistent with the bill as read from the desk. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. But in answer to my question the gentleman 
cleared the matter all up. Why not now withdraw the objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It may show what this case is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that we go on with the bills following | 
this on the Calendar, and meanwhile the gentleman from Tennessee | 
[Mr. McMILLIN] can examine this bill. I am willing that the bill of | 
the gentleman from California be brought up later in the evening by | 
unanimous consent after gentlemen have had an opportunity to exam- | 
ine it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over for the present. 

Several members objected. 

The report (by Mr. McKENNA) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. 22) for the relief 
of Martin and P. B. Murphy, has considered the same, and report as follows: 
That the claim in said bill is contained in House bill 190, aad was reported 
favorably after due consideration. The committee therefore recommends the 
e of the bill with the following amendment: Strike out the words“ with 
owrest at the rate of four per cent. per annum from the eighteenth day of April, 
eighteen hundred and eighty-one,” in lines 3, 4, and 5. 


Mr. McMILLIN. It will be observed that the report fails to shed 
any light on this matter. is there a copy of the Senate report which 
speaks more explicitly in regard to the circumstances connected with 
this claim ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the Clerk will report the 
next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This goes over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is not before the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam willing that by unanimous consent the bill 
be brought up laterin the evening if gentlemen who now object should | 
think, after examining it, that it ought to pass. 

JABEZ BURCHARD. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the two bills which 
were read by title a few moments ago. 

The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 570) for 
the relief of Jabez Burchard. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call for the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to allow to Jabez Burchard, assistant 
engineer on the retired-list of the United States Navy,an amount which, with 
payments heretofore made to him, will be — to 75 per cent. of the sea-pay of 
the or rank held by him at the date of his retirement by a naval board of 
the United States Navy; said amount to be paid out of any money in the United 
States not otherwise appropriated, and to take effect from and after 
the date of his retirement by said naval board. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it do 


pass. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
explanation be given. 
The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The right to object is, of course, reserved. 
The report (by Mr. SowDEN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. 570) for the relief of 
Jabez Burchard, reports the same back to the House with the recommendation 
that the same do pass without amendment, and refers for its action to Report 
No. 975, accompanying House bill 2026, which has for its object the same pur- 


pose. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is that all there is of it? 
That is the full report. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That merely explains some other report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill has been recommended twice by the 
Committee on Claims. First the House bill was reported. The Sen- 
ate having passed the same bill, the committee next reported back the 
or and adopted the former report which accompanied the House 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is the Senate report which was read. 
You have explained what the committee did. Now let us have an ex- 
planation of the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the gentleman tell us what this case is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The report was submitted by my colleague [ Mr. 
Sowpen]. Ihave nodetails with me now. It has been recommended 


Pa le ee 
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Let us have the report read or let some 





_ of by the Senate and House. The report is unanimous. I hope it will be 
rthet Mr. SPRINGER. Let the Clerk read the report, 975, accompanying 





the House bill. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio (interrupting). 
4 man on the retired-list. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
next bill on the Cal 


This is evidently rerating 
I object without further reading. 
Objection being made, the Clerk will read the 


nadal 


FREDERICK W: 


Y 


; 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 187) 


for the relief of Frederick W. Ru ‘s, of Westport, Nova Scotia; re- 
ported adversely from the Committee on War Claims by Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is an adverse report, and th is no use 
spending any further time on it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iobject. 

WILLIAM J. SMI 

The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 13) for 
the relief of William J. Smith, late surveyor of customs for the port 
of Memphis, State of Tennessee. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in the settlement of the accounts of William J. Smith, 
formerly surveyor of customs at the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee, the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and are hereby, authorized and 


directed to credit the said William J. Smith with the suin of $2,004.99 in the 
tlement of his accounts as late surveyor of customs, on account of the embez- 
zlement and defalcation of N. D. Smith, deputy to the said surveyor, he beir 


set- 


oe 
iS 


no relative, and it clearly appearing that the embezzlement and defalcation 
were no fault of the surveyor. 
There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
| the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
SEWELL COULSON, AND PORTER, HARRISON & FISHBACK. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 249 
for the payment of Sewell Coulson, and Porter, Harrison & Fishback 
for legal services. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask for the consideration of that 
claim. 
Mr. BYNUM. I object. 
PHCNIX NATIONAL BANK. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1599 
for the relief of the Phcenix National Bank of the city of New York. 

Mr. JAMES. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $29,624.35 be, and the same hereby is, appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to reimburse to the Phcenix 
National Bank, of the city of New York, the amount paid by said bank in satis- 
faction of two certain judgments obtained against said bank in the supreme 
court of the State of New York, on the l4th day of February, 1878,and on the 
20th day of November, 1879,in an action brought against said bank by David 
Risley to recover a certain deposit which had been illegally seized and confis- 


| eated by the United States of America. 


Mr. HOLMAN. There should be some explanation of that bill. 
also would like to have the report read. 

Mr. JAMES. I will briefly explain the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course the right to object is retained. 

Mr. JAMES. Prior to the civil war the Bank of Georgetown, of 
Georgetown, 8. C., in its regular order of business, had on deposit with 
the Pheenix Bank, of the city of New York, a sum of money, which 
was confiscated and covered into the Treasury of the United States by 
action of the United States district court. Subsequently a demand was 
made on the bank for the money. Suit was instituted and decided in 


I 








the supreme court of the State of New York. It was decided the bank 
should pay the money again. It went to the court of appeals in the 
State of New York, and on writ of error went to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. It appears from the report accompanying the bill 
that the conduct of the case on the part of the Phcenix Bank in the 
Supreme Court of the United States was submitted to the Department 
of Justice, both in the brief in advance of the oral argument and at the 
oral argument, and the defense was approved by the Department as 
wholly satisfactory. 


Mr. SPRINGER. To the Government of the United States? 


Mr. JAMES. Yes; was covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much? 

Mr. JAMES. The amount was $12,117.78. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No interest was allowed? 

Mr. JAMES. No interest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I see the amount of the allowance is $29,000. 

Mr. JAMES. That includes the expense of litigation and necessary 
incidentals. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The only amount the Government should pay is 
the amount which the Government received. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill provides for $29,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much did the Government get? 
that amount is that is the amount we ought to pay back. 

Mr. JAMES. It is only fair we should reimburse the bank the ex- 
penses of litigating and defending the suit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that involves a great many questions, 
whether the expense is legitimate or reasonable, and I object to passing 
anything but the amount received by the Government. If the gentle- 
man will accept that amendment I will have no objection to the bill. 

Mr. JAMES. I could not accept that amendment. 


Whatever 
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The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
endar. 

Mr. JAMES. Under the advice of some of my friends I am content 
to let the gentleman submit the amendment, and then permit the bill 
to go to the committee of conference in that shape with the hope that 
they will remedy the injustice. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Senate will have to call for a conference. 

Mr. JAMES. If the amendment is offered I shall not object to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move to strike out the amount fixed in 
the bill, $29,635, and insert $12,117.38; and add the words ‘this to 
be in full for all demands against the United States.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I only wish to add that I reported this bill, and 
think it due to myself to say that it met the unanimous approval of the 
Committee on Claims. 


Does the gentleman object? 
I do, unless the amendment is made. 
The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 

The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 929) 
for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let that be considered. 
has been reported unanimously from the committee. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [understand that bill is to be amended. 

Mr. TRIGG. I do not like to object to the consideration of that bill, 
but there is a minority report recommending an amended bill; and if it 
is to be considered I shall ask consent to substitute that bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand the committee have reported 
it back with an amendment reducing the amcunt. 

Mr. TRIGG. Yes; reducing the amount to $60,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I must object. If we are going to amend this 
bill we will never get through with it to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the Clerk will report the 
next Senate bill. 

Senate bill No. 94, for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, 
was read by its title, and passed over informally, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. 


I understand it 


THOMAS P. MORGAN, JR. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 972) 
for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $4,898.04 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 

»riated to Thomas P. Morgan, jr., this sum being the amount of work done by 
oe on the Norfolk Harbor ir “he years 1881 and 1882, and declared forfeited to 
the United States by reason o. the failure of said Morgan to perform his said 
contract within the time specified in his contract. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The claimant in this case did the work and earned 
the money, and the only question is that it was not completed within 
the time fixed by the contract. Stormy weather prevented him from 
doing it within the time, but it was finally completed and accepted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that isa correct statementof thecase. I 
have examined this case myself and know the facts in reference to it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a report accompanying it, but the facts 
are very brief and can be stated in a few words. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If I recollect aright this bill was under dis- 
cussion in the Forty-sixth Congress, and wasdeleated. Am I correctin 
that? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very likely, if we owed it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. I was not a member of that Congress, but I know 
the work was done and the money was not paid. I understand this is 
unanimously reported by the Senate and also by the House committee. 
It is a very plain case. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohic. They are all plain cases so far as that goes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think I can satisfy the gentleman in a word. 
This contract required this dredging to be done within a certain time; 
but owing to inclement-.and stormy weather it was not finished within 
the time, but he did subsequently finish it and to the full satisfaction 
of the Government only as to the time. The work was done and the 
penalty was reserved under the law. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is not the case I thought it was. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Bills of the Senate numbered 472, reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and 2132, granting a pension to Fridoline Glasstetter, 
were informally passed over. 

PAY OF CERTAIN PHYSICIANS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private C: lendar was the bill (S. 304) to 
compensate physicians for services rendered under an order of the Uni- 
ted States court of the northern district of Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask consideration of that bill. 
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The bil! was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro. 
cease, the sum of $400, jointly, to the following physicians: A. R. Erskine, J.J. 

ment, H. W. Bassett,and A. R. Burnett; said sum of money to be received by 
said physicians jointly, as full compensation for all services rendered by therm, 
pursuant to an order of the judge of the circuit court of the northern district of 
a. in the conspiracy case in which F.M. Noogin and Berry O. Wood are 
efen ts. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


Mr. PRICE (at five minutes after 9 o’clock). 
tion to the fact that the hour has expired. 
The CHAIRMAN. The hour commenced at ten minutes after 8. 


BOARD OF FOREIGN MISSIONS METHODIST PROTESTANT CHURCH. 


The next Senate bill on te Private Calendar was the bill (S. 100s) 
to empower the Board of Foreign Missions of the Methodist Protestant 
Church to hold property in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask consideration of that bill. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the Board of Foreign Missions of the Methodist Protestant Church 
was incorporated in the year of our Lord 1852 in accordance with the laws of 
the State of Pennsylvania; and 

Whereas it is questioned whether said corporation can lawfully take and hold 

sopeny in the District of Columbia without the leave and assent of Congress: 

erefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United S'ates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Board of Foreign Missions of the Met hod ist 
Protestant Church, which is incorporated by the laws of Pennsylvania, is hereby 
empowered to hold real and personal ye A in the District of Columbia, ac- 
quired, or that shall be acquired, by gift, purchase, devise, or bequest, and the 


que enjoy or convey at pleasure as freely asany person or body corporate can 
o. 


The committee recommend the following amendment : 
Add to the bill the following proviso: 
“ Provided, That only so much real estate may be held by the said board of for- 


eign missions as may necessary for the proper transaction of its legitimate 
business, not to exceed an assessed value of $50,000,”’ 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I think that amendment is unnecessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to be a very proper amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the Houje with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARTIN AND P. B. MURPHY. 


Mr. FELTON. Before the time for the consideration of Senate bills 
expires I ask that the bill (S. 22) for the relief of Martin and P. 1. 
Murphy, which I called up some time ago, be again brought before thc 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California again calls up 
the bill to which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] ob- 
jected. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] still 
object? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I said at the time the bill was called up I was 
willing the report should be read. 

The following report (by Mr. MCKENNA) was read: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 190) for the re- 
lief of certain employés and others of the twelfth United States light-house dis- 
trict, having had the same under consideration, report as follows: 

That some of said claimants were employés of, and others furnished materials 
for the use of, said light-house district. The claims were ordered to be paid, !)\t 
were not, because the money was embezzled by John T. Best, the clerk of the 
engineer. Best was convicted of the embezzlement. The letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury hereto attached explains and shows that the bill should 
pass. We therefore recommend its passage. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, February 21, 1883. 


Str: I have the honor totransmit herewith a copy ofa letter of the 24th ultimo 
from the Light-House Board, with inclosure, in regard to claims against the 
United States arising from the defalcations and forgeries of John T. Best, Jats 
clerk of the engineer of the twelfth light-house district, from which it appears 
that the total amount of said claims, so far as known, is $76,152.07, of whici 
$18,465.65, after careful examination, is believed to be indisputably due, and 
$57 686.42 to require further evidence and investigation before payment. The 
board recommends that the latter class of claims be , Un section 1063, 
Revised Statutes, to the Court of Claims for ascertaining of the legal liability of 
the United States and final judgment, and that application be made to Congress 
for necessary tion to enable the board to the claims included 
in the first class, in regard to which it is believed no question can arise from ay 
available balances belonging to general approp ms for the light-house e-- 
tablishment for the fiscal years 1831-'82. claims thus recommended to be 
paid are as ws, namely: ? 


I desire to call atten- 


10, 000 00 
1,748 8&7 


DR nn concsosegsascocsene: eccepeesseseonsmenesescconossonensees wcenesesssvecesees pevcccerenersess 18, 465 65 


I have accordingly respectfully to transmit this communication so that action 
may be taken ieee the matter if it appears wise to do so agreeably 
the desire of the Light-House Board. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. J. W. KEIFrer, 
Speaker of House of Representatives. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


H. F, FRENCH, Acting Seerelary. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. FELTON. Yes, sir; the amount is $10,000. 


This bill I believe covers $10,000 of the amount. 
The bill that 


passed the House was for $18,000. This bill for $10,000 has passed 


the Senate, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I can have the ear of the committee fora moment 
] will explain the position of this claim. It is quite apparent from the 
statement of the Light-House Board that this $10,000 should be paid. 
We owe that amount for this property. But that $10,000 is included 
in a bill which passed some time ago and is now before the Senat» ap- 
propriating $18,000, the $10,000 being part of that. The thing to be 
apprehended is that the bill for $18,000 will pass the Senate, and by 
passing this bill another $10,000 is appropriated. 

Mr.FELTON. The bill in the Senate in all human probability will 
not pass. If it does pass we will see that it is amended by striking 
out the $10,000. I do not think any of us can afford to take $10,000 
improperly out of the Treasury. 

Mr. EDEN. My recollection is that this is to pay for some land. 
Is that the indebtedness referred to in the report that has been read? 

Mr. FELTON. It is included in the $18,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendmentsubmitted by 
the committee to strike out the words ‘‘ with interest at the rate of 4 
per cent. per annum from 18th of April, 1881,’’ in lines 3, 4, and 5. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The hour allotted for the consideration of Sen- 
ate bills has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that we extend the time 
for half an hour longer. I think in that time we may perhaps get 
through all the Senate bills on the Calendar. 


Mr. TRIGG. I object. 
ORDNANCE STORES FURNISHED TO COLORADO. 


Mr. SYMES. I ask unanimous consent to consider Senate bill No. 
885. A duplicate bill of that which has passed the Senate, the bill H. 
R. 5215, has been recommended by the House committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is informed that the Senate bill called 
up by the gentleman from Colorado is not on the Calendar. 

Mr.SYMES. The House bill (H. R. 5215) is on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the special order under 
which the House meets this evening. 

The special order for the evening session was read. 

Mr.SYMES. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee on Claims 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill S. 885, and that 
it be brought before the committee for consideration and substituted for 
the House bill. It takes no money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. BAYNE. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the regular orderif no objection is made 
to the consideration of the bill. The gentleman from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent to call up for consideration the House bill which is 
upon the Calendar, and to substitute therefor the Senute bill indicated 
by him, discharging the Committee on Claims from its further consid- 
eration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear the bill read. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the House bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HL. R. 5215) to relieve the State of Colorado from charges on account of 
ordnance stores furnished to the State and Territory. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Chief of the Ordnance Bureau of the War Depart- 
ment be, and he is hereby, directed to cause the State of Colorado to be credited 
on its ordnance account with the amounts now charged against it for arms and 
ordnance stores issued to the Territory of Colorado and State of Colorado. 


The Committee on Military Affairs recommended the following 
amendments: 

In line 5 strike out the word “amounts.” 

In lines 6 and 7 insert “‘ amount of $33,891,” 

In line 8 strike out the words “ Territory of Colorado;” so that it will read: 
con ne ase cause ote opt - Carats to be ye on its aodaones ac- 
o— ve ome = , ee against orarms and ordnance 

The CHAIRMAN. For this bill the gentleman from Colorado asks 
that the Senate bill be substituted. The Senate bill will be read. 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S, 885) to relieve the State of Colorado from charges on account of 
ordnance stores furnished to the State and Territory. 


Be it &c., That the Chief of the Ordnance Bureau of the War Depart- 
ment be, and he is hereby, directed to cause the State of Colorado to be cred- 
ited on its ordnance account with the amounts now charged against it for arms 
and ordnance stores issued to the Territory of Colorado, amounting to $33,891. 


Mr. MeMILLIN. I think we should have the report read or that 
Some statement should be made. 

Mr. SYMES. The Military Committee of the House and also the 
tiuitary Committes of the Senate asked the Secretary of War and the 
Chief of Ordnance for information on the subject. They have reported 
the information, and stated that this amount should be credited to the 
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State of Colorado, because these arms and munitions of war issued to 
the governor under the direction of the military officers of the United 
States were used in Indian wars, and there is no reason why the State 
should not be credited with the amount. It takes no money out of the 
Treasury, and the Government would be laughed at if it attempted to 
refuse this credit. A dozen such bills have passed here. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The House bill was ordered to he reported with the recommendation 
that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask to call up the bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BAYNE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 
call for the regular order now. Let us go on for a while considering 
Senate bills which members desire to call up. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, asI understand, the Calendar is to be 
called, and when a gentleman rises and asks for tlre consideration of a 
bill, that bill is to be considered unless objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the order made by unanimous consent 
with reference to Senate bills for one hour; but that hour has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now ask, Mr. Chairman, that half an hour more 
be devoted to proceeding in the same way. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, there is a class of bills which 
have gone through both the House and the Senate and have been 
amended in the Senate; and it would seem proper that those bills should 
be first considered, because they are nearest passing. I therefore ask 
that bills of that class be considered first. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what I propose, that we first consider 
bills that have passed the Senate and are favorably reported to the 
House. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is the kind of bill I sought to call up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular orderisdemanded. The Clerk will 
report the first House bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, it is useless to begin that order of 
business, for we shall simply lose the remainder of the evening without 
any good result. I therefore move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that House bills which are now passed can not get through this 
session, while Senate bills that have come here from the Senate can ? 
Therefore I think we had better devote our time to the consideration 
of bills which have passed the Senate and have been reported to the 
House. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] The Senate committees will 
not assemble any mure this session to consider bills that are sent over 
from the House. In the interest of facilitating business I think we 
had better devote ourselves to such bills only as can become law this 
session. [Cries of ‘‘ Regularorder!’’] I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a suggestion. Would 
it not be good policy to take up the class of bills that do not involve 
the appropriation of any money, but simply authorize the parties to go 
to the Court of Claims? Having devoted an hour to the other class of 
bills, it seems to me that it would be well to give this class some atten- 
tion, and that the most good would be accomplished in that way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If they are Senate bills they can pass; if they are 
House bills they can not pass this session. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman has no right to say that they can not 
pass the Senate this session. I have assurances that some of them at 
least can be got through in this way. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that the House has 
passed as many Senate bills as the President can examine. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Whatdo you know about that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. We have passed as many as the President can ex- 
amine, and if we press these Senate bills through now the chances are 
that they will meet a pocket veto. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. Let us take the chances. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We want to consider some of the House biils on 
the Calendar, and I suggest that we have unanimous consent that gen- 
tlemen present who desire to call up bills may be permitted to do so, 
with this additional understanding, that gentlemen who have called up 
Senate bills this evening and got them passed shall modestly refrain 
from pressing other bills upon the attention of the House, and let us 
who have not occupied any time call up bills that we desire to have 

ssed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, there isthis objection to that sug- 
gestion. The members of the committee have worked very laboriously 
during this session at the solicitation of members of the House exam- 
ining and reporting their bills. Now, whenever we proceed here in the 
manner suggested by the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. DocKERY], 
gentlemen generally are so clamorous for recognition that the members 
of the committee are crowded out. I noticed a few minutes ago that 
of all the gentlemen who were clamoring to be recognized by the 
Chair not one was a member of ourcommittee. We also have our bills 
for which we would like to have recognition in some way. The very 
next bill on the Calendar, and one that would have been reached but 
for the delay that has occurred, is a bill that I desire to have actim on 
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to-night. ItisaSenatebill. Notwithstanding the number of bills that 
I have reported to the House, I have not asked for unanimous consent 
except in one instance, and then it was objected to. 

Several MEMBERS. Ask it now. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do ask it now. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a suggestion. I de- 
sire to say that bills on the House Calendar that are taken up now and 
passed will occupy a better position than the Senate bills that are passed, 
because if Congress adjourns on the 2d of August the Senate bills will 
not be in the President’s hands long enough—— _ [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!’’] 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the Calendar be called, 
and that when a gentleman rises and asks for the consideration of a bill 
it shall be considered unless objected to, and that otherwise it shall be 
passed over retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
asks unanimous cofisent that the time for the consideration of Senate 
bills may be extended thirty minutes. Is there objection ? 

Mr. TRIGG. Iobject. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois now moves that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And report to the House the bills which have al- 
ready been acted upon. 

Mr. TRIGG. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that motion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now sopert the first bill on the 
Private Calendar. 

The following bills were read by title and objected to: 

A bill (H. R. 4840) to confirm a certain private land claim in the 
Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 218) to confirm a certain private land claim in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 3216) to confirm the title to that certain land grant 
Tres Alamos, in Arizona Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 3235) to confirm title to certain private land grants in 
Arizona Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of the Columbia Bank in Pennsy]- 
vania. 

LUTHER F. WARDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 82) for the relief of Luther F. Worder. 

Mr. HOWARD. I ask that this resolution be taken up for consid- 
eration. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That there be paid to 
Luther F. Worder, assistant doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, out of 
any monty & the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $394.06, the 
said sum being the difference between the pay of Doorkeeper and assistant 
doorkeeper of the House of Representatives for the period of time between the 
15th day of July, 1885, and the Pith day of December, 1885, he having acted as 
Doorkeer of the House during that time. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this joint resolution will 
be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is there a report in this case? 

Mr. HOWARD. There is a unanimous report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. ADAmMs, of Illinois) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying joint 
resolution for the relief of Luther F. Worder, have duly considered the same, 
and respectfully report : 

That a pi ent for the payment pare for in this joint resolution is to be 
found in the deficiency appropriation bill, first session Forty. Congress 
in an appro) on to pay to George M Sechtser tne ditteaunen teteioun the ter at 
Postmaster and that of as cmistans t postmaster of the House of Representatives for 
the period of time between August 1, 1883, and December 5, 1883, he having 
acted as Postmaster of the House during that time. 

‘The committee therefore report said joint resolution with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. HOWARD. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution 
be corrected by inserting ‘‘ Warder’’ instead of ‘‘ Worder,’’ wherever 
it occurs. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
be made. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill (H. R. 1773) for the relief of James J. Johnston was read, 
and, no member calling for its consideration, it was passed over. 


HENRIETTA H. COLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 200) 
for the relief of Henrietta H. Cole. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. [I ask that this bill be considered. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 


The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the bill will be passed 
over. 


In the absence of objection, that correction will 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. In the next two cases upon the Calendar ¢! 
ports are adverse, and I object to their consideration. 

Objection being made, joint resolution and bill of the following ti; 
were passed over: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 60) granting a medal to Lieut. Lo 
Ellis for heroic conduct in joining the “* forlorn-hope storming party” 
at Port Hudson, June 15, 1863; and 

A bill (H. R. 4235) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to p; 
pare medals of honor to be bestowed upon certain Pennsylvania volun. 
teer soldiers of the late war. 


WILLIAM PIKE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5 
for the relief of William Pike. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I ask the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McMILLIN objected, and the bill was passed over. 


GEORGE W. BALDWIN AND OTHERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5% 
for the relief of George W. Baldwin, Charles L. Baldwin, and Don 
Thom > 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I ask consideration of this bill, and I tris 
I may be allowed to make an explanation of it. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to reserve the right to object, but wi! 
hear the statement of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WARD]. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. The claimants in this case are the heirs 0; 
a person who in the fall of 1862 was drafted into the Army of the 
United States. After he had been so drafted he procured a substitut:, 
to whom he paid $850. After the furnishing of that substitute th; 
drafted man, by some mistake or fault of United States officers, wa 
compelled to4zo into tie Army, where he served until he died. Hi: 
substitute also eatered the Army, sothat both men rendered service. | 
seems to me this claim for the restitution of the money which was pai 
for the substitute is unimpeachable in equity. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘How does it happen that there are so many of thow 
cases? 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Well, sir, these men were all included i: 
one draft, from the same county, and under the same circumstance: 
There were just four of them. They all went from Tipton County. 
The facts in all the cases are the same, so that the bills are similar. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman state how it happens that 
four such cases occurred in the same neighborhood ? 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Because there were four rascally oflicer 
of the Army who compelled these men to go into the service after they 
had furnished substitutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of th: 
bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think it had better go over. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the bill is not before the 
committee. 

JOHN M. HIGGINS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 94 
for the relief of John M. Higgins, which was reported from the Con- 
mittee on War Claims adversely by Mr. GEDDEs. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is an adverse report, and I object. 


JOHN R. HARRINGTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. lt. 4°: 
for the relief of John R. ton. 

Mr. LEHLBACH and Mr. SPOONER asked for the consideration 
the bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

Mr. ELY. Before objection is made I hope the gentleman will «l!0" 
the report to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the bill will be pase 
over. 

STEPHEN N. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 8. 3!” 
for the relief of Stephen N. Smith. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask for the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, a. That the eee granted to Stephen N.Smith on the ) 
day of J in the "year 1882, for improvements in machines for making lacis 
hooks,” which it, on the face thereof, was granted for the term © 
enteen years date of said patent, shall be, and the same is hereby, made 


ded of seven seventeen. years from the date of anid aoe 
that a ——_ been previously granted to™ 
Canada same invention. 


a 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. let me say in regard to that bi! 
that it is not an extension of a pa tent, but merely for the purpo ©! 
validating a patent forthe fll term of seventeen years i" 
on its face. The difficulty was this: An app! 
= in the United States for a patent, and at the same ‘'™* 
an application was filed for a Canadian patent. The United States 4? 


Stephen N. 
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plication was put into interference, and without the knowledge or de- 
sire of the inventor the Canadian patent was issued. Under the inter- 
pretation of some of the United States courts it was held the United 
States patent was limited to the first term for which the Canadian pat- 
ent might be granted, namely, five years. In consequence of his ap- 
plication for a patent in the United States having been put into inter- 
ference the United States patent which was granted him has only two 
and a half years torun. All that is asked by this bill is that the time 
allowed by the general law for his valuable invention shall be allowed. 
It has reduced the price of lacing-hooks one-half of what they were. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is an extension of a patent. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. Ob, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not understand whether it is to vali- 
date a patent, or whether it has the effect to extend a patent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Itis not an extension of a patent, but simply to 
validate this patent for the term of seventeen years for which it was 
originally granted. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ILLEGAL EXACTION OF TONNAGE DUES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4583) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make final adjustment of 
claims of certain foreign steamship companies arising from the illegal 
exaction of tonnage dues. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. WALLACE. What is the amount involved in the passage of 
this bill? 

Mr. DUNN. It is an indefinite amount. 

Mr. WALLACE. I object. 


DR. W. 8. HOSACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2175) 
for the relief of Dr. W. S. Hosack, reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims by Mr. SMALLS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is an adverse report, and I object. 


CONVEYANCE OF AN ALLEY IN THE DISTRICT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4162) 
authorizing the District of Columbia to convey the alley, 15 feet wide, 
running east and west between lots 6 and 7 in square 635, comprising 
an area of 3,480 square feet of land, to the owner of said lots. 

Mr. HEARD. The counterpart of that bill was passed two months 


ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. It should be taken off the Calendar. 

Mr. HEARD. I move, then, that the bill be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that the bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELON A. MARSH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5894) 
for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Lafever. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MOFFATT. I object. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Secretary of the Interior in signing 
patents slipped two along and omitted to sign this patent, and so these 
men have been kept out of their patent for two years. 

Mr. DUNN. What does the bill propose to do? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Itsimply provides for the correction of a 
clerical error. It rectifies that error on the part of the Secretary of the 
Interior and authorizes the patent to be signed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman from Ohio have knowledge 
of these facts? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope there will be no objection then. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Who objects? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Morratr] 
on my left. 




















SAMUEL H. MOER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3365) 
for the relief of the heirs and representatives of Samuel H. Moer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nobody asks for the consideration of this bill, 
and it will be passed over. 


WASHINGTON I. PARVIN AND HENRY A. GREENE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was tlte bill (H.R. 5535) 
for the relief of Washington I. Parvin and Henry A. Greene. 

Mr. LYMAN. I ask for its consideration. 

The bill was read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be anexplanation, or at least that 
report will be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lyman] is rec- 
ognized to make a statement. 

Mr. LYMAN. This isa claim that arose on account of the service 
Zectoemed fey theese officers at the beginning of the civil war in Cali- 
in recruiting troops. Under the first call for troops by the Pres- 
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ident of the United States the State of California took no action what- 
ever. Nothing was done by the Federal authorities there. General 
Sumner was subsequently sent to San Francisco and authorized to raise 
troops, and all of the expenditures for the service in that State, so far 
as I know, have been settled except the accounts of these two captains, 
Greene and Parvin. This is a claim for raising troops that went into 
the First California, for which these accounts are presented, and it is 
simply asked that the accounting officers of the Treasury make settle- 
ment with these gentlemen and pay them what is due. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why was it not paid before? 

Mr. LYMAN. Because the accounting officers did not choose to do 
so for some reason; I do not know why. The accounts were in the De- 
partment, but they were not paid. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the Secretary of War recommended the pay- 
ment? 

Mr. LYMAN. Not that I am aware of 

Mr. SPRINGER. Or the accounting officer? 

Mr. LYMAN. This authorizes the Secretary of War to settle with 
them. It does not appropriate anything whatever; it simply author- 
izes the accounts to be investigated and settled. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Department ought to have audited the ac- 
counts and sent them here with some recommendation, so that if nec- 
essary an appropriation could be made for them. I have no objection 
to paying what ought to be paid, but it is unaccountable that these 
matters should have gone over so long. I object. 

Mr. LYMAN. That may be said of any account, for only those which 
are barred by the statute of limitation, or which can not be paid for 
some other reason, come here at all. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the bill is not before the 
House. 


The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 331) 
for the relief of Patrick Flynn, reported adversely from the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

The bill was passed over informally. 


ALEXANDER WORRALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4476) 
for the relief of Alexander Worrall. 

Mr. GEDDES. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Alexander Worrall the sum of $698.18, for the purpose of re- 
funding and repaying to him the amount of judgment recovered from him for 
damages for-the occupation of a property in the State of Virginia, the said dam- 
ages having been recovered for occupation by the owner of said property dur- 
ing a period when said Worrall rented said property from the Government of 
the United States and paid rent therefor. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out in lines 6 and 7 of the sum proposed in the bill the words “ ninety- 
eight” and “eighteen ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-six”’ and “ thirty-three;”’ so that 
the amount will read ‘* $676.33.” 


Mr. GEDDES. I ask forthe reading of the report, as that will show 
the merits of the claim. I examined the case carefully and drew the 
report myself, and should be glad to have it read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be read. 

The report (by Mr. GEDDES) was read, as follows: 


Your committee find from the testimony in this case that Alexander Worrall, 
the claimant in this case, is now and has been since the year 1866 a citizen of 
the State of Pennsylvania, a civil engineer by profession, and as such wasinthe 
year 1864 placed on duty at the United States navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., under 
orders of the Navy Department, and so continued for about three years. 

In August, 1864, claimant rented a house in the city of Portsmouth, immediately 
opposite Norfolk, and occupied the same for eleven months. The house so 
rented was in the possession of the duly authorized agents of the United States 
as ‘‘ abandoned property,”’ under the laws of the United States. The claimant 
rented the property from said agents of the Government, and paid the rent 
therefor to them monthly in advance forall the time he occupied it. After the 
claimant surrendered the property to the quartermaster, it was thereafter used 
for about two years as a school-house for colored children. The property thus 
used and occupied by claimant belonged to one Ann McRae, —ae was then a 
widow, but who afterward intermarried with one George M. Bain. 

It further appears that claimant had no knowledge of any claim on the part 
of any one for the rent of said property until in 1872, when he learned that a suit 
had been brought and a judgment recovered against him in the hustings court 
in said city of Portsmouth. It appears from the exhibits in this case that claim- 
ant was the owner of somestock in a railroad company at Norfolk, and in said suit 
against claimant the said railroad company wasgarnisheed. Assoonasclaimant 
was notified of said judgment against him he employed counsel and endeavored 
to have said judgment set aside in order that he might make a defense, as he 
had not been personally served with any process. 

The court refused the application of claimant, and thereupon, by the advice 
of his attorney, he filed a bill in equity in the circuit court of the United States 
for the eastern district of Virginia, in which he prayed for an injunction to re- 
strain the said Bain and wife from further proceedings on said judgment, and 
an order of injunction was granted accordingly. 

Afterward, in the year 1873, he applied to the Attorney-General of the United 
States to take charge of said case and protect said claimant in the premises. It 
appears that said officer assumed said duty, and instructed the district attorney 
to take charge of said case and represent the United States in the matter. 

It further appears that in May, 1874, the said United States court, on the motion 
of said Bain and wife, they having served notice thereof on the attorney of the 
Government, dissolved the said injunction and dismissed said bil! at claimants’ 
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cost; thereupon, the said garnishee was compelled to pay, and did pay, in be- 
half of plaintiff, the said judgment and cost, amounting to the sum of $673.33 

The claimant further claims that in consequence of said proceeding the rail- 
road stock owned by him was sold at a sacrifice of $500, in addition to which he 
was compelled to pay personal expenses in attending said suit, amounting to 
$195. 

The proof establishes the fact that claimant acted throughout in good faith, 


and relied upon the officers of the Government to protect him in said proceed- 
ings. 

bby the notice served on the officers of the Government they were called upon 
aud endeavored to maintain the rights of the Government to the use and occu- 
pancy of the property rented to claimant by the authorized agents of the Gov- 
ernment. Although the amount of the judgment and costs paid by claimant 
exceeded the amount of rent paid by him, your committee consider it just and 
right that the amount of the hamaas and costs be refunded tohim. The dam- 
ages sustained by the sale of the stock of said claimant and the expenses in- 
curred by him, your committee find should not be allowed. 

Your committee therefore amend said bill by striking out in line 6 the words 
“ninety-eight” and “eighteen” and inserting in place thereof the words “ sev- 


enty-six”’’ and “thirty-three;"’ and as so amended recommend the passage 
thereof. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDNANCE STORES FURNISHED COLORADO. 


Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, I find upon examination that the bill 
which was passed here to-night on my motion (H. R. 5215), a bill to 
relieve the State of Colorado from charges on account of ordnance stores 
furnished to the State and Territory, is noton the Private Calendar, as 
I was informed and believed, but on the Calendar of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. I was paying particular atten- 
tion to the Senate bill and thought it was on the Private Calendar. 
As I understand the order of business to-night only those bills which 
are on the Private Calendar can be considered; and I shall therefore 
ask to have the order vacated passing this bill, as I would not mis- 
lead intentionally the House, and am satisfied that it was passed in 
error. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will understand that it was sim- 
ply an error on the part of the gentleman from Colorado and the offi- 
cers of the House, who instructed the Chair that it was on the Private 
Calendar of the House. The order passing the bill will be vacated, 
and it will retain its place on the Calendar as if there was no order 
with reference to it to-night. 

The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1604) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie Myanadier Phelps. 
WILLIAM J. OWINGS. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, there isa bill immediately preceding 
that on the Calendar which I wish to call up. 

The CHAIRMAN. That appears to be a pension bill. 

Mr. HALE. It is nota pension bill, properly speaking, although 
reported from the Pensions Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William J. Owings. 

Whereas, in conformity with an act of Congress approved March 9, 1878, certi- 
ficate numbered 25639, for original-service pension, dated 6, 1883, was is- 
sued to Henry Owin ngs: a — in Capt. James Dudley’ 's company ‘of Kentucky 
militia in the war of 1812; and 

Whereas said Henry Owings died December 28, 1881, before said certificate 
was issued, eens no estate whatever, and no widow or child under sixteen 
years of age; 

Whereas William J. Owings, of Randolph Count; 
Henry Owings, had the entire care and qroeert of 
Owings, for ten years immediately preceding his death, he being then very old 
and enfecbled by age, having died on the aforesaid in his cighty-fourth 
year; an 

Whereas under existing laws no money can be drawn or. said pension certifi- 
cate except an amount sufficient to pay the ex: of he last sickness and 
burial of said deceased pensioner, a sum wholly inadequate to reimburse said 


William J. Owings for his support of the deceased pensioner in his old age: 
Therefore, 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Commissioner of Pensions is directed to pa 
William J. Owings. of Randolph County, Missouri, the amount of pension w ich 
had aecrued to Henry Owings, d , at the time of his death, Decemer 23. 
1881, by virtue of certificate numbered 25639, for original-service pension, dated 


March 6, 1883. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not stated how much pension this grants. 

Mr. HALE. I will state that the amount is less than $500 from the 
year 1878, when it begins, until March, 1883, at $8 a month. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is not this a pension bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under the action of the 
House similar bills to this were declared not to be pension bills, and 
were improperly referred to the Committees on Pensions and Invalid 
Pensions, but should have been referred to the Committee on Claims. 
The Chair thinks under the special order made for this evening this 
bill is in order. 

There being no objection to its present consideration, the bill was 
= aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 

0 pass, 


Missouri, a son of said 
is father, the said Henry 


HENRIETTA H. COLE. 


Mr. DUNN. I desire to withdraw the objection I made to each of 
the two bills called up by the gentleman from New Jersey. 
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Mr. LEHLBACH. 
200) be again reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the patent granted to Henrietta H. Cole, of New y 
for improvement in fluting machines, reissue numbered 4349, on the 25th day ‘at 
April, 1871, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Commissioner of P ate 
who shall “determine the same upon testimony; and if, in his judgme nt, ¢ 
titioner has not been compensated for her time and ingenuity in perfec din 1g her 
patent he shall aes authority to extend it for seven years from the 12th day of 
June, 1883: Provided, however, That the use of said patent or improvement + 
the date of the expiration of said patent shall not be deemed an infringe: 
thereof. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the nature of the patent? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. For an improvement in flutingirons. The pat- 
entee has received scarcely any compensation for the invention, and 
the Committee on Patents have recommended this bill unanimous|y. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All right. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recon 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. LIZZIE MAYNADIER PHELPS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, House bill 1604, the title of which 
was read just preceding the last bill called up, is identical with Senate 
bill No. 1899, on page 58 of the Calendar. I therefore ask that the 
Senate bill be considered in place of the House bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the Senate bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treas. 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be = to Mrs. Lizzie Maynadier Phelps, 
widow of Capt. Seth yard Phelps, late envoy extraordinary and minister 


plenipotentiary of the United States to Peru, one year’s salary as said minister, 
from June 25, 1885. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bucu- 
ANAN] will explain on what principle this bill rests. Is this a year’s 
salary after the death of the minister ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It isa year’s salary after the death of the min- 
ister. There are a large number of precedents for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has there been any uniformity in the precedents’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am so informed by the State Department. 
Attached to the report is a statement by the State Department giving 
a list begining with the widow of Bayard Taylor, and going down to 
the widow of Mr. Hunt, minister to Russia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many such cases are there? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I sup a dozen. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. They all seem to be of recent date. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. They may be the better for that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Perhaps not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ithasbecome the uniform practice to grant this; 
and in this case I happen to know it is very urgently needed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection tosubstituting the Senate bill 
for the House bill? If there be no objection the House bill wil! be 
reported with the recommendation that it lie on the table, and the Sen- 
ate bill that it do pass. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHRISTIAN BROTHERS’ COLLEGE, SAINT LOUIS. 


Mr. MORRISON. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bi!! (S. 
2415) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian Brothers’ College, 
of Saint Louis, Mo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War ue he, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be investigated by t he Quartermaster’s Department of 
the United States Army the circumstances, character, and extent of the allege: 
occupation by the United States authorities, for Government pu 
the late war, of the college building and grounds of th 
Saint Louis, ‘Mo. ; the actual value of the use and occu ye of that portion « 
the property occupied, for the time it was occupied by United States troo ps; 
the amount of damage to the real estate arising from and incident to such occ.- 
pation; and to find and award and certify to the Secretary of the Treasury 
what amount, if any, is ae due the said trustees m the United States 
phe ya such use and occupation of the portion of said prei- 
for damages to such buildings and grounds the naturi! re 
sult of such Seales, and that the Secretary of the Treasury W®, ani be is 
d as to pay to said trustees or their successors. out 
~ , the amount, if any, 


I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. p. 


nee 
nent 


6, durin 
e Christian Brothers, in 


of any money in the Treas my 

so found to be due from the United States; and th: acceptance by said trustees 
of any sum paid under the provisions hereof shall ar in full satisfaction of all 
Sa nature for said occupation, and all damages resulting 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I should like to hear some explanation of 
this bill before giving consent to its consideration. 
Mr. MORRISON. I have marked a portion of the report, which the 
Clerk will please read. 
The Clerk read as follows, from the report (by Mr. Timoruy J. Ca™?- 
BELL) from the Committee on War Claims: 
The facts stated in the memorial quoted in the foregoi rt ot come 
Inthe It is further true that Saint Louis was during ibe sative time cmb raced 
eee of the per pny jo in question in the 
ve, undisturbed, and secure possession of 1 forces, and that it was 
a. subject of attack, or even threatened by the confederates, There is 10! 
conditions or in the circumstances of the particular c*° 
of any rule different from such as would justly app Y 
poy toy The building and grounds in question were 


use, not asan exigency of war nor asan act of wanton 
the iine of military expediency and in the ordinary core? 
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which involved their convenient and—not to the exclusion of others—their nec- j 
essary use. Doubtless a hundred equally as available buildings could have 
been had within the city limits as either the Christian Brothers’ College or 
in the MeDowell College adjoining it. The act of the Federal authorities in 
taking ion of the property for whose use compensation is asked and 
awarded by the House bill can not be regarded as like action in hostile terri- 
tory, nor was there a contingency in the whole war at the seat of its occupancy 
which could bring it within the rule which has excluded compensation for prop- 
erty surrendered to the exigencies of military situation. The use is proved. 
The amount allowed by the House bill seems reasonable and just. If there was 
not a written or express contract for compensation there ought to have been. 

The sole question involved is whether, in a State loyal to the Government, in 
acity therein which remained in the uninterrupted occupancy and the unmen- 
aced control of the loyal forces during the whole war, where every facility for 
the accommodation of all reasonable demands for supplies, quarters, prisons, 
&e., for the United States forcesexisted which could have been had in any city in 
the Union, and with the samesecurity and safety, the property of private parties, 
and more especially that of a religious order devoted exclusively to educational 
yurposes, could be taken and used continuously for tour entire years without at 
feast an implied contract that an honest Government, under the Constitution, 
would make honest compensation therefor. 

We can notconcur in the report, which would exclude such compensation, and 
we recommend the passage of the House bill. 





JNO. E. KENNA. 
J. Z. GEORGE. 
GEO. F. HOAR. 
AUSTIN F. PIKE. 
JAMES G. FAIR. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I withdraw the request for any further read- 
ing. Only hearing the latter part of the bill, I had thought the claim 
arose in the theater of war. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PRICE was recognized. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My colleague [Mr. RICHARDSON] who was on the 
committee that examined the claim I objected to a few moments ago 
informs me he examined it carefully and thatit isa justclaim. I there- 
fore ask the committee to allow me to withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Tennessee in amoment. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRIcE] 
has been recognized. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to have a claim sent to the Court of Claims. 
It is a claim upon which I spent three months in the Forty-eighth Con- 


gress. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. What claim is that? 

Mr. PRICE. The Murphy claim. I examined it last Congress. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TrIGG] has examined it in this Con- 
gress. Here is a report, full and complete. I think no gentleman 
familiar with the case will prevent its going to the Court of Claims. 
The first two pages of the report contain the main facts. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I object toany bill being taken 
up out of its regular order. Let us have the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2110) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United 
States steamship Ashuciot. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for the consideration of that bill; and I 
ask unanimous consent to substitute for it the bill S. 250. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the House bill. 

The bill (H. R. 2110) was read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The Senate bill conforms to the House bill as 
recommended to be amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think this is likely to lead to discussion. 


It had better go over. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I can state in a few moments what the bill is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
object? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have no objection to the reading of the 
Teport. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I can state in one moment what the bill is. 

Mr. TRIGG. I suggest to the gentleman from New Jersey that I 
hear several gentlemen around me state that they will object. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This is in a long line of precedents beginning 
in 1848. We have a similar bill this session. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER] to object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let it go over. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent to call up a bill. 
“Regular order! ’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is insisted on. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Is it in order to ask unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania on the left 
(Mr. CAMPBELL] insists on the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. It is impossi- 
ble to get the bills passed which have been acted upon by the commit- 
oan be we Satins - aoe —_ ss any time is lett after the bills are 

am er 1 then recognize gentlemen for re- 
quests for unanimous consent. e 
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The question being taken, there were—ayes 44, noes 14. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro te mpore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House having had under consideration the Pri- 
vate Calendar, under the special order of the House, had instructed 
him to report sundry bills with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendment, were severally read the third time, 
aud passed: 

A bill (S. 218) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte County, 
Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey b. 
Cecil; 

A bill (S. 68) for the relief of S. B. Cranston, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others; 

A bill (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClintock; 

A bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants; 

A bill (S. 632) to provide for the settlement of estates of deceased 
Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 224) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers; 

A bill (S. 13) for the relief of William J. Smith, late surveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 972) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr.; 

A bill (S. 304) to compensate physicians for services rendered under 
an order of the United States court of the northern district of Alabama; 

A bill (S. 1899) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie Maynadier Phelps; and 

A bill (S. 2415) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian Brothers’ 
College, Saint Louis, Mo. 

Amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole to Senate 
bills of the following titles were severally agreed to; and the bills as 
amended were severally read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau; 

A bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phcenix National Bank, of the 
city of New York; 

A bill (S. 1008) to empower the Board of Foreign Missions of the 
Methodist Protestant Church to hold property in the District of Colum- 
bia; and 

A bill (S. 2%) for the relief Martin Murphy and P. B. Murphy. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report House bills reported 
from the Committee of the Whole without amendment. 

STEPHEN, N. SMITH. 

The first House bill reported without amendment from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole was the bill (H. R. 2136) for the relief of Stephen N. 
Smith. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to substitute for this Sen- 
ate bill No. 708, which is in the same words. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Rhode Island? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the Senate bill exactly the same as the House 
bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the Senate 
bill is identical in terms with the House biil. 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

The House bill (H. R. 2136) was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM J. OWINGS. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole without 
amendment was the bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William J. 
Owings; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENRIETTA H. COLE. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole without 
amendment was the bill (H. R. 200) for the relief of Henrietta H. Cole. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute for this bill Senate bill No. 380, which is in the same terms as 
the House bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from New Jersey ? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

The House bill (H. R. 200) was laid on the table. 


Is there objection to the request of the 


ALEXANDER WORRALL. 


A bill (H. R. 447) for the relief of Alexander Worrall was reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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LUTHER F. WARDER. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 82) for the relief of Luther F. Warder 
was reported from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 29, noes 14. 

So the joint resolution was ; 

$y unanimous consent the title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ Joint 
resolution for the relief of Luther F. Warder.’’ 


BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE. 


sills of the following titles were Jaid on the table, in accordance 
with the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 1604) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie Maynadier Phelps; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 4162) authorizing the District of Columbia to convey 
the alley, 15 feet wide, ranning east and west between lots 6 and 7 in 
square 635, comprising an area of 3,480 square feet of land, to the 
owner of said lots. 

ORDER OFBUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. There is on the Calendar a Senate bill for the 
benefit of one of my constituents, a bill favorably reported by myself. 
It is Senate bill No. 2166, for the relief of John F. Cadwalader. It 
involves about $400 for the payment of the clerk of a United States 
court for preparation of records by order of the court. The bill has 
been recommended in every annual report of the Attorney-General 
since the service was performed. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and that it be now put on its passage. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the various vote by which bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 11, noes 43. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill 
which simply gives the right of way for a railroad from Fort Smith to 
Albuquerque. There isa unanimous report from the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. As the bill is of some length I ask that the reading 
may be dispensed with, and that the bill be printed in the REcorD. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9107) to incorporate the Arkansas and New Mexico and Pacific 
tailroad Company, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Several members demanded the regular order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded; and 
no bill on the Calendar can be considered under the rules except in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is the object of my motion. 

The motion of Mr. TAULBEE was to. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House 
(Mr. Hatcn in the chair) for the purpose of considering bills on the 
Private Calendar under the special order. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I ask unanimous consent to take up out of its or- 
der House bill No. 8761. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Regular order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I object to the consideration of 
any bill unless it is taken up in its order on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania on the right 
[Mr. Sowpen ]} and the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the left [ Mr. 
CAMPBELL | both insist upon the regular order. Nothing is left for the 
Chair except to have the first bill on the Calendar reported. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Is it not in order for me to make a statement? 

The CHAIRMAN. The demand for the regular order cuts off all 
debate. 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 


The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 2258) for the relief of 
the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa. 

Mr. NEAL. I ask that this bill be considered. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio (before the reading was concluded). This 
bill is of the same character as the bill which was last read, and it cer- 
tainly ought to have some diseussion before being passed. If there are 
any bills which can go through without objection I think this had bet- 
ter be passed over. 


ee a Objection being made, the Clerk will report the 
next bill. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee. 


Mr. HEARD. The Clerk has skipped the bill (S. 574) for the relies 
of Robert Strachan. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mic. 
souri [Mr. HEARD] that the bill to which he refers has already been 
before the Committee of the Whole this evening and objected to. 

Mr. HEARD. I did not understand that it was objected to, but 
merely that no member called for its consideration. That is my in- 
formation. It is simply a proposition to refer a matter to the Court of 
Claims. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The bill has already had its consideration, and 
has been objected to. 


MAJ. G. W. CANDEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 633 
for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there be paid to Maj. G. W. Candee, paymaster United 
States Army, outofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, t}; 
sum of $2,650, being the amount stolen from himat Fort Arbuckle, Indian Terri- 
tory, in the fall of 1869,and was restored by him out of private funds: Provided 
That the Court of Claims shall find the loxs of said funds te have been without 
fault or negligence on the part of said officer; aud jurisdiction is hereby con- 
ferred upon the Court of Claims to hear and determiue such matter, without re- 
gard tothe limitation imposed by section 1069, Revised Statutes, and render jud¢- 
ment accordingly. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report in this case will be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does any gentleman ask for the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I promised a gentleman that I would ask for its 
consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the report. 

Mr. McKENNA (interrupting). I can make a statement. It is to 
reimburse him for the money he lost. He was paymaster in the Army, 
and he lost it. He promptly paid it to the Government. The strong 
presumption was that the officer in the room with him stole the money. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much was it? 

Mr. McKENNA. It is $2,650. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as this bill provides the question of neg- 
ligence on the part of the paymaster shall be inquired into by the Court 
of Claims, I am not inclined to insist on the further reading of the re- 
port; otherwise I would doso. But that being a subject of inquiry 
prior to the payment of the money, it seems to be safe enough. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would ask the gentleman from California what 
evidence there is the money was stolen ? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania was on 
the Committee on Claims, or ought to have been, when this case was 
considered. The evidence is it was in the safe in his office. The safe 
was opened and the money was stolen when his back was turned. ‘Tl. 
theft was traced to the officer who was in the room with him. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FRANCIS M. BELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2056 
for the relief of Francis M. Bell. 

Mr. HIRES. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bettenacted, &c., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorize! 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropr- 
ated, whatever claim may be found due and audited by the Auditor of the Treas 
ury for the Post-Office Department in favor of Francis M. Bell, postmaster at 
Tyrone, in the State of ee for clerk-hire from April 30,1877, to June 
30,1878: Provided, That said claim and payment shall not exceed the sum o! 
$525.4L 


The report (by Mr. FLEEGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 2086) for the 
relief of Francis M. Bell, having had the same under consideration, submit (i¢ 
following report: 

In May, 1877, Francis M. Bell was appointed postmaster at Tyrone, Pa. He was 
not advised that he was entitled to an allowance for clerical! hire until Septe™- 
ber 11, 1880,at which time he received a letter from the acting First Assistau' 
Postmaster-General stating that— 

** Owing to the limited appropriation for clerical service in post-offices the I 
partment is obliged to make an immediate and ral reduction of the pc" 
cent. of the present allowances for clerical assistance in separating office: 
Your annual allowance for clerical service in separating mails at your office * 
therefore hereby fixed at $405 from October 1, 1880."" 

Upon receipt of said notice the postmaster sent in to the Department vouc!!"™ 
for the payments made by him, and he was allowed and paid for such Tv! 
from June 30, 1878, but the amount from May 1, 1877, to June 30, 1875, was)” 
paid, for the reason, as stated by the then Auditor of the Treasury for the Po- 
Office ot, that the money for that purpose had been co'~ 
ered back into the United States Treasury. 

The bill provides for the payment of— : 

“ Whatever claim may be found due and audited by the Auditor of the Tres 
ury for the Department in favor of Francis M. Bell, postmaster at 
Tyrone, Pa., for clerk-hire from April 30, 1877, to June 30, 1878, provided that the 
same shall not exceed $525.” ” 

Your committee, believing said bill to be just, recommend its passage. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Why can not this be paid as other clerical | to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
service by the Post-Office Department? | States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
Mr. SPRINGER. It can not be allowed under the general law. holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
There was no objection; and the bill was laid aside to be reported to | at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. for bank notes retired, were severally re‘erred to the Committee on the 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I move the committee rise, as we will hardly | Public Lands: 


have time to pass the bills in the House. By Mr. PIRCE: Petition of Charles M. Smith and others, citizens of 
The motion was agreed to. Rhode Island. ; : ; , 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of D. F. Coleman and 60 others, of P. 


J. Haynes and 122 others, and of L. Colando and 201 others, citizens 


the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Com- 
of the Third district of Pennsyivania. 


mittee of the Whole House had had under consideration the Private 
Calendar, and had directed him to report sundry bills with the recom- 
mendation that they do pass. 


BILLS PASSED. SENATE 
Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the joour % 
Whole House, were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third FRIDAY, July 30, 1886. 
ime; and being engrossed, they were according] ad the third time 
ae : ng Beng we — mes The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
A bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee; and a 
A bill (H. R. 2086) for the relief of Francis M. Bell. 1¢ Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bills EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think it is as good a time as any 
the table. ’ | now fora minute of executive session. I move that the Senate proceed 
The latter motion was agreed to. to the consideration of executive business. 


HYLAND C. KIRK. | Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator withhold the motion 


Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. | {"* moment that [ may submit an amendment to a bill? | 

BAKER], as there was one recognition on this side. Mr. EDM NDS. The morning business will go right on in two min- 
Mr. BAKER. I move that the Committee of the Whole House on utes, if the Senator will wait. It will not disturb the morning busi- 

the Private Calendar be discharged from the further consideration of | eu at ae ie sii le ili 

the bill (H. R. 7649) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk. te: ES, of Arkansas, Very well. ii atl 
The bill and report were read. 1e I RESIDEN [ pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
The hour of 11 o’clock p. m. having arrived, the House (in accord- | that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


: co : Tv noti as avree . he Se » Nroceede ee sd. é 
with the previous order) adjourned he motion was ag eed to; and the Senate proceede da to the consid : 
eration of executive business. After three minutes spent in executive 


session the doors were reopened. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, eee , , 
under the rule, and referred as follows: Mr. CONGER. Iask leave to withdraw the report which I made 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of David A. Cobb and of J. M. Cobb, yesterday from the Committee on Commerce on the bill (H. R. $728) 
of McMinn County; of Charles Carmon, of Monroe County; of W. S. | to authorize the Chicago, Saint Louis and New Orleans Railroad Com- 
Bewley and of James S. Gentle, of Hamblin County; of John Thomp- | P@ny and the Illinois Central Railroad Company, or either of them, to 
son, of Hickman County; of Mary C. Dulany and of William Camp- construct a bridge over the Ohio River at or near Cairo, Lil., and to 
bell, of Sullivan County; of W. R. Bailiff and of William G. Bratton, | }4ve the bill recommitted to the committee. 
of De Kalb County; of J.S. Dellahanty (administrator of J. L. Green), The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the report 
of William P. Cloyd, of William A. Matthews, of William R. Whitfield, will be withdrawn, and the bill will be recommitted to the Comrnittee 
and of John B. Hope, of Davidson County; of James W. Harris (admin- | 00 Commerce. The Chair hears no objection. The Chair is advised 
istrator of David A. Massey), of Humphreys County; of Jesse Hooper, | that there is another bill. Does the Senator from Michigan include 
of Cheatham County; of Elisha Kelley, of Stewart County; of John M. | that bill in his request? ; 
Winstead, of Williams County; of James M. Weatherly, of Rutherford | Mr. CONGER. One was reported adversely and indefinitely post- 
County; of Uriah Jennings (administrator of William Jennings, de- | poned. Let them both be recommitted. sy sie 
ceased) and of Robert Bell, of Wilson County; of John Chetwood (ex- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the vote by 
ecutor of W. W. Sharp, deceased) and of William M. Gossage, of | Which the bill (H. R. 1718) authorizing the Chicago, Saint Louis and 
Franklin County; and of the estate of Benjamin Adams, of Dickson | New Orleans Railroxd Company and the Illinois Central Railroad Com- 
County, ‘Tennessee, severally asking compensation forstores, &c., taken | PADY, OT either of them, to construct a bridge over the Ohio River at - 
and used by the United States Army—to the Committee on War | °F near Cairo, Ill., was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered, and 
Claims. the bill will be recommitted 10 the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Papers relating to the claim of Melvin J. Smith, 
oy Mir, DUNN: Popes teleting to theclaie of William J. Hendrick | The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following i 
and of William A. Brown (administrator of Dedrick Pike), of Monroe message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
County, Arkan 60 the anme connmittes. 5 with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Civil 

By Mr. HARMER: Paper relating to the bill for the relief of H. Clay Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed: 

Fisher, United States Marine Corps—to the Committee on Claims. Tote Smate of the Uniled Mates: ; 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Raphael C. Stearns and 104 others, of | ,,on1s of the Government im answer to u resolution of the Senate of June leroy 
Harry Lee Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No. 21, asking for en- | which requested certain information regarding appointments in such Depart- 
actment of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | ™e™ts, and having relation to the civil-service law 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of Thomas O. Tighiman, for pay for | 
property taken and used by the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Also, petition and papers relating to the claim of John O. Cage—to Mr. MILLER presented the memorial of Luther M. Wheeler Post, 
the same committee. Grand Army of the Republic, of Saratoga Springs, N. Y., remonstrating 

By Mr. McRAE: Papers relating to the claim of Henry H. Carter | against the proposition to attach to pension bilis measures of taxation; 
and of C.L. Thomas (administrator of Lewis Thomas), of Clark County, | which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Arkansas—to the same committee. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolution of Benton Post, No. 61, Grand Army | yy, gawyEp. ¢ eae aR een 
of the Pepublic, of Anthony, Kans., favoring the passage of Senate bill See ace aaa oe onl caeaed tepid snes 4 
We, 1008-—~t0 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ferred the follow ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of Runnells County, Texas, | = coy ge ‘een: a 

for relief—to the Committee on Appropriations. A bill (8. 28 3) granting a pension to James E. Abbs; and 
The following petitions, asking for the of House bill 7887 A bill (S. 2384) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Etheridge Hooks. 
re ing timber-culture, pre-emption, —- Tee toad aste: of Sinan _He also, from the same committee, towhom was referred the bill (S. 
bill ea for adj m{ of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- | 2774) to provide a pension for Mrs. Anna Etheridge Hooks, reported 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been | adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indetinitely. 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation | Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 80) providing for 


OHIO RIVER BRIDGE AT CATRO. 
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one month’s extra pay for certain employés of the Senate and House of 
Representatives; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina ask to have the joint resolution placed on the Calendar? 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

want it to go on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina asks 


unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 

Mr. BUTLER. lask that the joint resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will have to go somewhere. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina wish to have the joint resolution referred to a committee? 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it be referred to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 


I do not 


Objection is made. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 9736) to grant the Maricopa and 
Phoenix Railway Company of Arizona the right of way through the 
Gila River Indian reservation; which was referred to the Committee 
on indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. DoLpH, Mr. TELLER, 
and Mr. CoCKRELL the conferees on the part of the Senate on the dis- 


agreeing votes of the two Houses upon the amendment of the House of 


Representatives to the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States cer- 
tain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior te Puget Sound 
and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4476) for the relief of Alexander Worrall; 

A bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee; 

A biil (H. R. 2086) for the relief of Francis M. Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William J. Owings; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 82) for the relief of Luther F. Warder. 

The message also announced that the House requested the Senate. to 
return to the House the joint resolution (H. Res, 295) permitting the 
public building authorized by ac* of Congress approved June 30, 1886, 
at Savannah, Ga., to be located not less than 40 feet from any other 
building instead of 50 feet, as provided in said act. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, withamendments, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (8. 22) for the relief of Martin Murphy and P. B. Murphy; 

A bill (8. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau; 

A bill (S. 1008) to empower the Board of Foreign Missions of the 
Methodist Protestant Church to hold property in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and 

A bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phcenix National Bank of the 
city of New York. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills: 

A bill (S. 13) for the relief of William J. Smith, late surveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 68) for the relief of S. B. Cranston, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 218) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte County, 
Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey B. 
Cecil; 

A bill (S. 224) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers; 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others; 

A bill (S. 304) to compensate physicians for services rendered under 
an order of the United States court of the northern district of Alabama; 

A bill (8. 380) for the relief of Henrietta H. Cole; 

A bill (S. 6329 to provide for the settlement of estates of deceased 
Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the 
possession of the officers of the Government; 

A bill (S. 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith; 

A bill (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClintock; 

A bill (S. 972) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr.; 

A bill (S. 1899) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie Maynadier Phelps, widow 
< Capt. _ Ledyard Phelps, late minister of the United States to 

eru; an 

A bill (S. 2415) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian Brothers’ 
College, of Saint Louis, Mo. 
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COMMITTEE ON ADDITIONAL LIBRARY ACCOMMODATIONS. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I submit the following resolution and ask for its 
present consideration: 
Resolved, That the Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for tie 
Library of Congress be, and it is hereby, authorized to sit during the recess of 
Congress, and that any necessary expenses shall be paid out of the contingent 


fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I simply desire to say that this step is taken not 
only in concurrence with but by the approval of the building commis- 
sion which has the work in charge, and who think this is a proper and 
necessary step. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


JUDGE FOR SOUTHERN ALABAMA—JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus 
in the Treasury on the public debt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the question is put on that 
motion the Chair will lay before the Senate the bill (H. R. 28) to pro- 
vide for the appointment and compensation of a district judge for the 
southern districtof Alabama, returned by the House of Representatives 
in accordance with the request of theSenate. There is a motion to re- 
consider pending, made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puan]. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the consideration of the motion I entered to re- 
consider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered to a 
third reading and passed. If there be no objection, the motion to re- 
consider will be considered as agreed to. The amendments made to the 
bill by the Senate will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘receives,”’ 
the Senate struck out ‘‘ the same’’ and inserted ‘‘a;’’ in line 7, after 
the word ‘‘salary,’’ the Senate struck out the words ‘‘and to be paid 
in the same manner that the judge of the other district court of said 
State is allowed and paid” and inserted ‘‘of $3,500, payable quar- 
terly;’’ so as to read: 

That there shall be appointed by the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate,a district judge for the southern ju- 


dicial district of the State of Alabama; and that said judge shall be entitled to 
receive (1) a yearly salary (2) of $3,500, payable quarterly. 


The Senate also struck out sections 2 and 3 in the following words: 


Sec. 2. That terms of the district court for the southern district of Alabama 
shall,in ad« ition to the regular terms as now provided by law, be held on the 
fourth Mondays in October, February,and April in each year, for the purpose of 
deciding causes of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction. 

a 4 That the district judge for the southern district of Alabama shall reside 
at Mobile. 


And in lieu thereof inserted: 


Sec. 2. That the jurisdiction of the present district judge for the several dis- 
tricts of Alabama, and his successors, shall hereafter be confined tothe northern 
and middle districts of said State. 

Src. 3. That the salaries of the several judges of the district courts of the 
United States shall hereafter be at the rate of $,000 per annum. 

Sec. 4. That no person related toany justice or judge of any court of the United 
States, by aflinity or consanguinity, within the degree of first cousin, shall be ap- 
pointed by such court or judge to, or employed by such court or judge in, any 
office or duty in any court of which such justice or judge may be a member. 

The Senate also amended the title so as to read: ‘‘An act to provide 
for the appointment and compensation of a district judge for the south- 
ern district of Alabama, and to establish the salaries of the judges of 
the district courts of the United States.”’ 

Mr. PUGH. It is only section 3, in relation to the salaries of dis- 
trict judges, the amendment offered by the Senator from I)linois [ Mr. 
LoGAN], that I make the motion to reconsider, with his knowledze 
and consent. The other amendments as recommended by the Judici- 
ary Committee I do not wish to disturb. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment providing for uniform salaries for district judges 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The old amendment is now before the Senate, 
which has been reconsidered. Then the Senator from Alabama wants 
to move to amend by striking out section 3 as it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
striking out that section. [Putting the question.] The ayes have it 
and the motion is agreed to, and the clause is stricken out. The re- 
maining amendments will be regarded as agreed to, and the bill read 
the third time and 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to have it read by its title, so that every- 
body will. know what we are doing. In this way we can not under 


stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read by its title. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appont- 
ment and compensation of a district judge for the southern district 0! 
Alabama. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to have the section which was stricke2 
out read, so that we may know what it is. 

Mr. PUGH. It is in relation to the increase of the salaries of judges. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section will be read. 









it 
1b 
be 


d 


\t- 
of 


en 





REL PITT De alee eda ee 





i 2 a 


‘7 


1886. 





The Chief Clerk read section 3, as follows: 


Src. 3. That the salaries of the several judges of the district courts of the 
United States shall hereafter be at the rate of $5,000 per annum. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again put the ques- 
tion on striking out the third section of the bill. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The ayes have it, and the motion to strike out is agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is another section which relates to all the 
judges whose salaries were increased that ought to go out also, if the 
salary section goes out, so as to leave only a local bill for that place. 
That is section 4, about kinship, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thesection referred to will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That no person related to any justice or judge of any court of the 
United States, by affinity or consanguinity, within the degree of first cousin, 
shall be appointed by such court or judge to, or employed by such court or judge 


in, any office or duty in any court of which such justice or judge may be a mem- 
ber. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask to have the amendment which was declared 
stricken out by the Chairvead again for the information of the Senate. 
The vote on this side of the Chamber was very largely in the negative. 

Mr. HALE. What has become of the clause just read? Has that 
been stricken out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the vote has not been taken 
upon it. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] asks that the 
vote be taken on the preceding clause. The title of the bill will be 
again read if Senators will preserve some degree of order. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appoint- 
ment and compensation of a district judge for the southern district of 
Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. To this bill the Senate made amend- 
ments when it was before the Senate. The Senator from Vermont now 
moves to strike out the fourth section. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask for the reading of theamendment acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read section 4. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. That was just read. WhattheSenator from New 
Jersey asks is to have a vote on striking out section 3 of the amend- 
ment, the general salary provision. That is what he wants. 

Mr. CHACE. «I want to hear the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the amendment which the 
Chair directed to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 3. 

Mr. DAWES. The motion is, I understand, to strike that out. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask that the vote be taken again on striking out 
section 3, for practically to my mind that is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. PUGH. Itis a local bill allowing an additional judge for the 
southern district of Alabama on the recommendation of the whole bar 
and of the circuit and district judges of the United States. They say 
it is indispensable to the administration of justice there in maritime 
cases. The Judiciary Committee reported it unanimously, and the 
bill as it stands now is for that local purpose, to answer that local de- 
mand. 

The amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] increas- 
ing the salary of all the district judges to $5,000 was general legislation 
on this local bill, and if I may be permitted to say so, the bill increas- 
ing the salaries of these judges, which went from here to the other 
House, is on the House Calendar with a favorable report from the Ju- 
diciary Committee and that question is open there now and pending 
in the House. It does not belong to this bill at all, and it can not 
hasten the action of the House upon it. This bill was away behind 
the general bill to increase the salary, and there is no purpose at all 
that can be promoted by keeping this amendment in the bill. The 
Senator from Illinois who offered it agreed that it should be recon- 
sidered, with a knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is all very well for the Senator from Alabama to 
endeavor to.get his local bill through, but the third section is an ex- 
pression of the viewsof the Senate on this question. It has been passed 
upon on more than one occasion by the Senate and rejected by the 
House. I think the Senate should stick toits amendment, as it isey- 
idently a very proper one. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It is very certain that if this general provision 
is attached to this local bill the effect will be to defeat the local bill. 
It is an important matter to the people of Alabama; and the very ques- 
tion involved in the third section, as the Senator from Alabama says, has 
been before the Senate in an independent bill and is now pending in the 
House. What is the use, therefore, of defeating this local bill for the 
purpose of asserting again what the Senate has already asserted in 
reference to the question of salaries ? 

_Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
like to know how this bill came before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It came before the Senate by a re- 


I should 


quest from the Senate to the Honse of Representatives to return the bill. 
_Mr. ALDRICH. How does it come before the Senate for considera- 
tion now? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It comes before the Senate in the 
form of a 
duty of the 


from the House of Representatives, which it was the 
to lay before the Senate. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Ona question of reference, I suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ona motion to reconsider, and that 
motion has been agreed to. The question is on striking out the third 
section of the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask for the yeas and nay 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. It defeats the local bill if that amendment is kept in 
it, and without any possible advancement of the purpose to increase the 
salary. This proposed increase of salary is already in a general bill 
passed by the Senate, which has been reported favorably by the House 
Judiciary Committee; it is on the House Calendar and would be ahead 
of this bill on the Calendar if the amendment remains in this local bill. 

It is putting gone ral legislation on a local bill and defeats the local 
bill reported unanimously from the Judiciary Committee on a recom- 
mendation of the whole bar and the circuit and district judges of the 
United States court. It defeats this bill if that amendment is kept in 
there without any possible chance of promoting the passage of the gen- 
eral salary bill. I ask the Senate not to concurin this amendment be- 
cause it accomplishes nothing except to defeat this local bill granted 
by the Judiciary Committee as of paramount necessity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the rolland Mr. ALDRICH responded 
to his name. 

Mr. BERRY. Is the question on striking out the third section? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out the 
third section. 

Mr. PUGH. The motion now is to disagree to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to strike out. 

Mr. CHACE. I have been listening but I confess I do not understand 
the question as it is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon striking out of 
the bill the section which has been read. If the Senator is in favor of 
striking out, he will vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CHACE. That is the motion of the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SEWELL] ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Alabama [Mr. PuGcH]. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senatorfrom Illinois [Mr. LoGANn], whooffered this 
amendment to this local bill, was advised of all the facts and agreed that 
I might make this motion without his opposition, and I am doing this 
with his sanction, he having offered the amendment before he left here 
and he concurs in the vote now to strike it out 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is discussion in order. 

Mr. PUGH. Because if it be kept in it will accomplish nothing in 
securing this increase of salary but will defeat this local bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must insist upon the roll- 
call being completed when it is started. Debate is utterly out of 
order. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. PLATT] 
sends word to me that he is paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That releases me from my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 


; on that question. 


It is the motion of the Senator from 





I am paired with 


Beck, George, Maxey, Vance, 
Berry, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Blair, Gorman, Palmer, Vest, 

Call, Hale, Payne, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hampton, Pugh, Walthall, 
Conger, Hawley, Ransom, Whitthorne, 


Cullom, 


) Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Eustis, 
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Blackburn, Dawes, Hoar, Mitchell of Pa., 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the clause is stricken out. 
Senator from Vermont moves to strike out section 4. 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of order. I understand that the 
Committee of the Whole recommended several amendments to the Sen- 
ate, some of them coming from the Judiciary Committee, and the vote 
adopting those amendments was reconsidered. Therefore there was 
nothing in the bill of those amendments at all. There could be there- 
fore no striking out of what wes not in the bill. This vote should be 
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treated by unanimousconsentas a vote rejectingthe amendment. Oth- 
erwise our Journal will be irregular and the whole thing will be irreg- 
ular. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont to strike out this particular amend- 
ment is in order, but the most usual form would have been upon agree- 
ing to the amendment. Either, however, is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why I made the motion wasthis: I had supposed, 
although perhaps I was in error in fact about it, that this amendment 
had been agreed to as in Committee of the Whole and was a part or a 
whole amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole, and my 
friend knows it would have been a motion to amend the amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole by striking out so much of 
it as embraced this clause. If I was correct about that, then the mo- 
tion would have been in proper form, I think. If I was not correct 
about that, and this was aseparateand independent and distinct amend- 
ment, then the form of the question should have been as the Senator 
from Massachusetts states. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments were all made in 
Committee of the Whole and were all reported tothe Senate. ‘The bill 
is now in the Senate, with this amendment pending. Prebably the 
more formal way would be to put the question on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let there be unanimous consent for the Chair and 
the Secretary to make up the Journal in the right way. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all I desire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the motion 
will be considered as one on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. As non-concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, let us non-concur in the next one, which is 
a part of the same general legislation, section 4, about the kinship 
business, which has been read twice already. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to non-concur in the amendment, inserting section 4, which will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 4. That no person related to any justice or judge of any court of the 
United States, by affinity or consanguinity, within the degree of first cousin, 
shall be appointed by such court or judge to, or employed by such court or 
judge in, any office or duty in any court of which such justice or judge may be 
a member. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That leaves it just the local bill that it was at 
first. 

The amendments made were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask that there be laid before the Senate the resolu- 
tion reported yesterday by me from the Committee on the Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
resolution having been reported and objected to goes to the Calendar. 
It is not like an ordinary resolution objected to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It goes to the Calendar like any other report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only be taken up on motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Does a resolution reported by a committee have less 
privilege ihan a resolution offered by a single Senator? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It goes to the Calendar under the 
rule. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I ask leave to withdraw it and to introduce it in 
my own name at this time, so that it will be in order to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I must object to that, because it will give rise to along 
debate. 

Mr. HOAR. I have a right to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. HALE. You can not withdraw areport without consent. This 
matter will give rise to extended debate whenever it comes up, and I 
must object to its being taken from the Calendar, where it properly be- 
longs, and where it must take its course. 

Mr. HOAR. Without withdrawing it, I will introduce it, as I have 
a right to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts in- 
troduces a resolution, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the approaching centennial anniversary, in 1889, of the adoption of 
the Constitution of the United States,and that of the four hundredth anniver- 
sary, in 1892, of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, are two im- 
portant historical events, fraught with great patriotic interest, not only to the 
citizens of this Republic and of the governments of the western hem 
but also mark occasions of transcendent importance in the history of t the civil: 
ized world: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five members of the Senate, of whom the 
President of the Senate shall be one, be appointed to consider, formulate, and 
report at the next session of Congress a plan fer properly celebrating, at the 
capital of the Republic, these two illustriousanniversanes. Said committee are 
authorized to act in concert with any similar committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and to sit during the recess, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 


sideration of the resolution ? 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that I do not wish to detain the Senate 
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at this time, but I wish to express with great respect my dissent from 
the opinion of the Chair that a resolution, a Senate resolution only, re- 
ported by a committee has any less right than the same resolution of- 
fered by asingleSenator. I believe, with much deference to the great 
experience of the Chair, that I should have a right to lay it before the 
Senate at this time; but I raise no question and Jet it go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair must say in respect tothat 
point that the universal custom of the Senate has been the other way. 
A resolution reported from a committee is like amy other report. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not a joint resolution but a Senate resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. A concurrent or any other resolution. 
They are all placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has been the practice for years. Anything 
reported from a committee goes on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachn- 
setts ? 

Mr. HALE. Letit go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion goes over. 

STATISTICS OF WHEAT CROP. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Yesterday I submitted a resolution and 
asked for its immediate consideration. ‘The Senator from Kansas [| Mr. 
PLUMB] objected, but he did so under a misapprehension of the char- 
acter of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Iowa. 

The resolution was read and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be directed to report to the 
Senate,at the commencement of the next session of Congress, the amount, in 
bushels, of wheat harvested in each wheat-producing country during the pres- 
ent year and the amountharvested in each during the preceding five years ; the 
average increase or decrease in the world’s consumption of wheat during said 
years; the bable requirements of each wheat-importing country prior to 
September 1, 1887,and the probabie surplus in each wheat-exporting country 
to meet such’ requirements; with the number of acres of wheat in the grown 
in each to make the crop of 1887 at the date of said report, as compared with 
like date in 1885, said report to be as brief and concise as a clear statement of 
the information called for will admit. 


PACKING AND SELLING CUT TOBACCO. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus 
in the Treasury on the public debt. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT _ tempore. ‘The Senator from Louisiana rises to 
a parliamentary ing 

Mr. EUSTIS. "Metaateg the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH ] made a motion to recommit the bill (H. R. 8738) to so further 
amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and section 
3363 as makes a distinction in the mode of packing and selling cut to- 
baceo. I understood the Chair to say that the motion would be con- 
sidered this morning. What I desire to state is that it places me in a 
very peculiar position if the motion is not vonsidered, for so long as the 
motion is pending I shall not feel at liberty to call up the bill itself for 
consideration. Itseems to me it places me in a very unfair position 
by reason of that fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the bill can be recommitted without debate I, 
of course, will not object; but if that question is to be taken up and 
to be debated the Senator from Louisiana will see that it is likely to 

y an hour or two. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I simply wish to explain the bill and to make a state- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of opinion that 
the motion to recommit attaches itself to the bill, and that it can only 
be done when the bill is taken up by a vote of the Senate or by being 
reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Do I understand the Chair to rule that a motion to 
recommit can not be considered ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to recommit a bill which 
is on the Calendar can only be considered on a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of that bill on the Calendar or on reaching it on the Cal- 
endar. A motion to proceed to consider it would be in order at aby 
time. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I understood the Chair to decide yesterday that the 
motion would come up this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not necessarily, unless the Senator 
should move it. The Senator can move it at any time when there is 
not another motion pending. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I was prevented from making some remarks yester- 
day on the statements of the Chair. I yield to theSenator from Kthoce 
Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad to have it disposed of now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not now in order except )y 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. EUSTIS. lask arene consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Iowa, the Senator he Louisiana asks the unanimous consent 0! 
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the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the motion to recommit 
House bill 8738 to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. It can only be 
done by unanimous consent. 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 
126) directing payment of the surplus in the Treasury on the public 
debt. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER] has the floor. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iask the Senator from Colorado to be kind enough 
to yield a moment to me to call up a bill from the other House with 
an amendment, with a view to concurring in the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator trom Colorado 
yield? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield if it will take no time. 


FRANCIS GILBEAU. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 718) for the relief 
of Francis Gilbeau. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in lines 6 and 
7, to strike out the words ‘‘and all damages to the same.’’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 


WISCONSIN WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Colorado yields to me to call up 
House bill 9857, and [ ask unanimous consent that it may be taken up. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it leads to debate I must object. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is purely a local matter and will not lead to de- 
bate. If it does I will not ask to have it considered. 

Mr. TELLER. It will only take a moment, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district of Wiscon- 
sin. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none, and the bill is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to strike ont section 2 of the bill and section 3 down to 
the word “‘that’’ in line 9, in the following words: 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That after the commencement of either of 
said terms of said courts to be held at Eau Claire and La Crosse respectively, 
as hereinbefore provided, and until the first day of the next succeeding regular 
term of said circuit and district courts herein appointed to be held in said west- 
ern district, it shall be lawful for either or both of said circuit and district courts 
at any time to be open at Madison, and to there do and transact any business 
whatsoever therein not requiring the aid or intervention of a jury. 

Seo. 3. And be ii further enacted, That all provisions of law inconsistent with 
this act are hereby repealed; but nothing in this act shall interfere with the 
power now possessed by the judges of said courts to order special terms of the 
same, as now provided by law: ided, however, That nothing herein shall be 

as abolishing the provisions of law for a clerk and clerk's office of 


so 
said court at La Crosse and Madison, Wis.; but the same shall remain as now 
constituted, except that— 


and to insert the word ‘‘and.’’ 

The amendinent was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further amendment 
as in Committee of the Whole the bill will be reported to the Senate 
as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to have the bill read when reported to the 
Senate, and every other bill. I know how anxious the Chair is to get 
on, but otherwise if a Senator’s attention is withdrawn for a single 
moment abill goesby. I ask the Chair to have every bill take its reg- 
ular report, third reading, and passage in a regular and formal way. 
Then nobody can say that anything has slipped through without our 
knowing it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be reported as it 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 


That the regular terms of the circuit and district courts in the western district 
of Wisconsin shall! be held at the times and following: At Eau Claire on 
the firsgTuesday in June, at La Crosse on the third Tuesday in September, and 
at Madison on the first Tuesday in December in each year. And the clerk re- 
siding at Madison shall attend all terms of said courts at Eau Claire as clerk 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been reported to the 
Senate, the question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment 
and request a conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 


ments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House for the 
printing of the report of the Director of the Mint on the production of 
the precious metals in the United States, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Rerp, of North Carolina, Mr. FARQUHAR. and Mr. 
BLAND the managers at the conference on the part of the Hou 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res, 201) for 


printing report of Commissioner of Agriculture, agreed to the conter- 
ence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Rep, of North Carolina, Mr. Far- 
QUHAR, and Mr. HatcH the conferees on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2530) for the relief of the legal representatives of John Wightman, de- 
ceased. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

A bill (H. R. 9371) for the completion of a public building at Santa 
Fé, N. Mex.; and 

A bill (H. R. 1143) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the Somerville Grand Army of the Republic, of Somerville, Mass., 
four condemned gun-carriages to be used for monumental purposes. 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


Mr. CULLOM and others addressed the Chair. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury on the public debt. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Colorado proceeds I desire 
to ask unanimous consent that at 5 o’clock or earlier we proceed to 
vote upon the joint resolution and all amendments, without further 
debate. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
Mr. HALE (to Mr. ALLISON). Try 40’clock, and then I think there 
will be no objection. 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Vermont agree to 4 o'clock? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know. I have the intention of saying 
something about this business myself, and as I am somewhat modest, 
after all the leading financiers have spoken and the real representatives 
of the people wish to be heard the time may be gone. I think we had 
better go on a little while. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, yesterday I yielded the floor to a 
question the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] had asked me, a 
| very pertinent inquiry. When I complained that there were hoarded 
| in all the moneyed centers of this country and the world vast quantities 
| of money not discharging the proper functions of money, he inquired 

if I knew of any method by which the owners of this money could be 
compelled to put it in circulation. I replied that I did not, and I do 
not now know of any method by which the private banker, or even the 

public banker, whether it be a corporation or an individual that holds 
| the money, can be compelled to pay it out and put it in circulation; 
|; but I was about to add that this resolrtion was looking to the end of 
| compelling the Government of the United States to put its money out, 
| the money that it had locked up in its Treasury beyond the reach of 
| the business enterprises of the country. 

Then the question arose, largely brought about by an interrogatory 
| put by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] whether this 
| was not after all a measure of contraction, whether we were not by this 
proceeding to contract the money of the country. I think the Senator 
from Rhode Island proceeded upon the hypothesis that all of the cur- 
renecy in the country was discharging the functions of money, that it 
was in circulation, that it wasout. There is where the honorable Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island is in error. The money that is locked up in 
the Treasury of the United States is not performing the functions of 
money; it is not intended to perform the functions of money. The 
honorable Senator from Ohio {[Mr. SHERMAN] declared that its princi- 
pal function was to strengthen the credit of the Government of the 
United States. Itis not in active use and is not intended to be in active 
use at all. 

If the $106,000,000 of bonds held by the national banks to secure 
their circulation, upon which they have issued something over $90,- 
000,000 of currency, shall be called in there will not be a reduction in 
the proper sense of the circulating medium of the country, there will 
not be contraction to the extent of the national-bank notes that are 
retired, and it can be readily seen why that will not be so. For every 
$100,000 that they bring into the Treasury they have $90,000 in cur- 
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rency out; they will receive from the Government $10,000 of good 
money now locked up in the Treasury, not now performing the func- 
tions of money. When the holders of their bills—not the banks them- 
selves, but the holders of their bills—shall come to the Treasury with 

he bills they will receive in exchange for those bills an equal number 
of greenbacks or gold or silver, as the case may be, which will go out 
to fill the void made by the return to the Treasury of the natioral-bank 
notes. ‘Then one fills the place of the other and increases circulation 
to the extent of ten or more million dollars on this transaction. It is 
plain, there can be no question about it, and as I said the error pro- 
ceeds on the theory that the $100,000,000 that the Government has 
locked up in its Treasury is doing the duty of money when that is not 
the fact. 

Mr. President, in the course of this debate it has been asserted over 
and over again that the Treasury Department is a bank of issue. It 
has been asserted over and over again that the Government of the 
United States was bound by the same rules that bind banks and cor- 
porations doing business. The fallacy of the whole argument proceeds 
on the theory that the Government is bound by the same rules and is 
subject to the same casualties that individuals are, which is not true. 

The Senator from Ohio said yesterday that the $100,000,000 in the 
national Treasury for the redemption of greenbacks was the basis of 
the credit of the United States; that but for that the silver dollar would 
not be at par. Mr. President, the silver dollar is at par with gold be- 
cause it has the purchasing-power of a gold dollar; because the Gov- 
ernment of the United States receives it for its revenues, its internal 
and its customs duties; because it is a legal tender between you and 
me, between every debtor and every creditor in the United States. 
That is what keeps it at par, and not because there is $100,000,000 in 
the Treasury. Shear it of the legal-tender quality and it would not be 
at par if there were a thousand million of dollars in the Treasury and 
it bore the imprint of the Government of the United States as it now 
does. 

In my judgment it is necessary that the people should be satisfied 
that they can exchange the greenback for the gold dollar when they 
want it in order that the greenback may be kept at par. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator why a bank bill is 
at par that is not a legal tender? 

Mr. TELLER. The national-bank bill is at par because without 
trouble to the holder he may exchange it for a legal-tender note. 

Mr. DAWES. Would net that be true of all the rest? 

Mr. TELLER. Thatis nottrueof all the rest. They may have the 
same quality in law that the gold dollar has, but a man may say with 
as much propriety and with as much truth that the gold dollar is kept 
at its place by the silver dollar as that the silver dollar is by the gold 
dollar. 

Mr. DAWES. It was not because it was exchangeable for a coin 
dollar that it was kept at par, but it was solely in the legal-tender qual- 
ity. Now I ask the Senator why, without the legal-tender quality, a 
national-bank note is at par, and he says because that can be exchanged 
for something else. 

Mr. TELLER. Exactly, because itcan be exchanged. 

Mr. DAWES. So the other could. 

Mr. TELLER. It can be exchanged for a legal-tender note of the 
United States without expense and without trouble. 

Mr. DAWES. That is the true reason, and that would be the same 
of the greenback. 

Mr. TELLER. Admitit. I havenever taken the position that there 
was money in a paper dollar. I have never believed that the Govern- 
ment by its fiat could create money. I do not belong to that school. 
I know that there are but two kinds of money in the world. Theone 
is gold and the other is silver. I know that the consent of mankind 
has made these money from the time that history gives us an account 
of commercial transactions. But when it is stated here that the credit 
of the Government of the United States is dependent upon the amount 
of coin in the Treasury, I say that is not borne out and supported by 
facts. Back of all this, back of the $100,000,000, is the certain knowl- 
edge to every man who holds a greenback that if that money should be 
taken for any purpose the promise of the Government is to get another 
gold dollar for him, or a silver dollar if he wants it, and every holder 
of a greenback knows that there is a provision in the statute which will 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury day by day to put out the bonds 
of the United States for the purpose of securing gold or silver to make 
good its promise to pay the greenback. The credit of the United States 
is back of it. The credit of the United States will not always sustain 
its paper money. The credit of the United States was back of the paper 
dollar in 1863 and it failed to sustain it. Why? Because in the first 
place the Government distrusted its own money; it denied it full legal- 
tender equality; it did not make preparation for exchanging it for the 
metallic dollar; and therefore the people were given notice by the Gov- 
ernment that they could not exchange the paper dollar for the metallic 
dollar, and hence it was at adiscount. But when there is a law on the 
statute-book providing that every holder of a greenback shall have a 
gold dollar ora silver dollar for his greenback, and there is in the minds 
of the people of the United States the knowledge not only of the willing- 
ness but of the ability of the Government of the United States to make 
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good its promise, there can be no question but what the greenback wil! 
be maintained in its full value. 

Mr. President, I said yesterday, and I said it with some warmth, that 
there was a conspiracy entered into years ago to appreciate money and 
to depreciate everything else. It is not the idle assertion of men who 
feel that the affairs of Government have not been administered wise! y 
financially. In every portion of the world to-day there is the same 
complaint of stagnation in business, depression in all sorts of enter- 
prises, a stand-still, no new movement, falling prices everywhere, as 
much in Europe as in this country, and I attribute it, as I said yester- 
day, to the fact that a few years ago there was an effort made, and it 
has been studiously maintained ever since, in all the governments of 
the world to destroy one-half the money of the world so as to enhance 
the value of the other half. 

We are in the habit of going abroad for our information on questions 
of finance, and I have noticed since I have been in the Senate that if 
you could read from the London Economist or if you could read from 
the London Bankers’ Magazine an article against the use of silver as 
money, it was regarded as an argument unanswerable; it was regarded 
as a perfect answer to any suggestion that might be made of the neces- 
sity or propriety of its use as money. 

I have the last published Bankers’ Magazine for June, which I think 
is the last that has reached this country, and I find this, which I want 
to read in support of the assertion I made yesterday that the depression 
in business was not in this country alone, and in support of the asser- 
tion which I made yesterday that a silver dollar, whether it be the 74- 
cent dollar or the 100-cent dollar, will to-day in all the markets of the 
world as bullion buy more than it would ten years ago, 50 per cent. 
more than it would twenty years ago upon nearly all the items that 
enter into the consumption of man, food, clothing, and all the comforts 
and luxuries of life. 


Among the features which have characterized the present depression of 
trade— 
I now read from The Bankers’ Magazine— 


po the most remarkable is the long-continued and persistent drop which 

1as taken place in the prices of almost all classes of commodities. There have 

been periods of dull trade before, and there have been periods before in which 

the prices of many commodities have been low; but so universal a drop has not 

been recorded within the lifetime of the present general body of business men 
~ - 


Coffee has dropped more than 40 percent. in that time, sugar fully 30 per cent., 
tea nearly 20 per cent., wheat about 40 per cent., butchers’ meat 10 per cent. 
Of the metals, copper has fallen about 50 per cent. and iron about 25 per cent. 
Wool has fallen 30 per cent. 

I could, if there was time, call attention to the same statement made 
in nearly all the financial works of the world, the same general cry of 
stagnation, and we are answered as the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
JONES] said yesterday when we complain, by ‘‘ overproduction,” ‘‘ lack 
of confidence,’’ ‘‘ why do not the people put their money in enterprises 
that are promising?’’ The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNps] 
yesterday seemed to think that the very fact that interest wae low 
was an answer to the claim that there was needed more money in the 
country. I said then that while you could borrow money upon muncy 
you could not borrow money now as cheaply as you could fifteen years 
ago upon the productive interests of the country, upon mills, upon 
mines, upon farms, upon railroads, and thingsof that character. I said 
that the securities of municipalities and States, representing as they do 
money, were in high demand. I desire to call attention now for a mo- 
ment to some proofs of that statement. I read from the Banker's 
Magazine, of April, 1886. 

Canada put out in 1870 a 5 per cent. loan due in 1903, and sold that 
loan for 95 cents on the dollar. In January, 1880, the same loan was 
worth in the market 108; in July, 1885, 1124; and in March, 18%6, 
115. She put out a 4 per cent. loan, due in 1904, which was worth 
90} in 1875; 95 in January, 1880; 103 in July, 1885; and 1064 in March, 
1886. 

New South Wales put out a loan of 5 per cent. due in 1900, which 
was sold in 1870, sixteen years ago, at 98 cents on the dollar, and to- 
day it is worth 113. New South Wales also put out a 4 per cent. loan 
due in 1908 that sold in 1870 for 914 and it is now worth 105. New 
Zealand 5 per cent. consols were sold in 1870 for 95, and are to-day 
worth 110. Queensland 4 percents due in 1915 were sold at 90 in 1>7\), 
and are to-day worth 102}. Victoria 4 percents, due in 1899, were sold 
for 914 in 1875, and are now worth 1044. 

The Bombay, Baroda and Central India Railway bonds, guaranteed 
by the British Government, were sold in 1870 for 108 standing in the 
relation of Governmentloans. To-day they are worth 155. The Great 
Indian Peninsula Railroad Company bonds, guaranteed also by the Go\- 
ernment, worth 1094 in 1870, are worth 147 in 1886. 

The Governmentof Russia, owing more than $2,000,000,000, with more 
than seven hundred and eighty millions of paper money unsupporte . 
by a dollar of either gold or silver, went into the market and borrowed 
money at 101}; and yet every year for fifty straight years Russia ls 
been running in debt. 

Why do the people turn to these securities? Because they represent 
money; as the Senator from Nevada said, they are futures 10 
money. Itis dealing in futures. They know that money is appre- 
ciating, and while they know that they never will put their money 12 
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enterprises of ordinary business. No man will buy a mill where it is 
a dead certainty that the mili is to depreciate on his hands. Nobody 
will build a manufacturing establishment when he is certain its prod- 
ucts will bring less ten years from to-day than they bring to-day. No- 
sody will open up a new farm when he knows the wheat that he puts 
upon the market will bring no more than it will five years from now. 

It is because of this feeling that business stands still. The Govern- 
ment of the United States has lent its full aid for ten years to this con- 
spiracy, as I called it yesterday, unwittingly perhaps; but the great 
moneyed centers have got control of the Tr@asury Department, and have 
had it for years, and why I complain to-day more than I did heretofore 
is that they have a stronger grip on it to-day than they ever had before. 
They have tightened their grasp upon the Treasury oflicials, and we are 
now in the condition that at their nod and at their beck the Treasury 
Department manages its affairs not in the interest of the people, not 
in the interest of business, not in the interest of improvement and 

, but in the interest of the men who own the capital of the 
country locked up in their vaults; and why? Because they are afraid 
that these men will create a disturbance and will destroy the credit of 
the Government of the United States. How will they destroy it? We 
only owe $136,000,000 of money that anybody has a right to call for, 
except the silver and gold certificates. There the money is to pay them 
held in trust; that $136,000,000 can be paid out within an hour; and 
yet we are told by the Senator from Ohio that we must keep this money 
to maintain the credit of the Government. What has the Government 
to lose? Is its credit to be attacked by these men who of all others are 
interested in the maintenance of the public credit? What difference 
does it make to the farmer, what difference does it make to the artisan, 
what difference does it make to the man who works in a mill or ina 
mine whether the Government credit is good or whether it is bad? It 
makes all the world of difference to the man who deals in money, who 
runs a bank and holds large amounts of wealth in any shape, no mat- 
ter what, but to the other class none; and yet we are told that that is 
the class who are coming up here some day to ruin the credit of the 
United States unless we keep overflowing and full coffers that we may 
meet their demands. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vrest] yesterday said 
that we had $228,000,000 more than we needed. That is the fact. 
There is not a banker in the world who is fit to preside over a two- 
penny bank that would not know if he were at the head of interests 
like ours, with unlimited credit, with the whole energy of the people 
back of him, with the nineteen millions of men who labor and every 
dollar of wealth in the country back of )im, that he could pay out in 
the way of discounts at least $225,000,00@; and yet with only $136,- 
000,000 payable we are told that we can not afford to pay that for fear 
that the moneyed men of the country will make a raid upon the Treas- 
ury. What with? How are they to gothere? Will they gather up 
the currency and bring that in? 

When we have paid the $136,000,000, they have no bonds that they 
can bring in until 1891. What are they going to come to the Treasury 
with? Will they gather up the greenbacks? Will they come there 
and demand gold and silver for the greenbacks? Why should they? 
What benefit will it be to them? What reason is there to suppose that 
they want to precipitate a panic in this country by demanding coin for 
the United States notes? But if they do there is $96,000,000 of silver 
there; offer them that. If you do not want to do that, there is a pro- 
vision in the act of 1875 that would enable the Government of the 
United States to pay in a single week every dollarof the greenback in- 
debtedness. If they were at the Treasury Department on Monday 
morning with the whole $346,000,000—and they could not get up $300,- 
000,000 if they should try—but if they had the whole three hundred 
millions that are probably in circulation, including what is locked up 
in the Treasury, and if they should appear there on Monday morning, 
the Government could put in its vaults gold enough to pay them all 
before Saturday night. And yet we are told that we must strengthen 
the reserves and pile up the money in the Treasury and keep it from 
performmg money functions that the credit of the Government may 
be preserved ! 

Mr. President, when I commenced my remarks I did not intend to 
take more than a few moments. I am not going into a generai finan- 
cial discussion. I am not going to discuss the silver question upon this 
resolution, because it is not necessary to do so. I have never insisted 
that the Government of the United States should pay silver for bonds. 
I have insisted that it had a right so to do, and that the bondholder 
had no t to complain; but if the Government sees fit and is able to 
pay gold I have no objection. I have demanded nothing for silver that 
I have not demanded for gold. I want to keep the two metals on an 
equality, and it would be as disastrous in my judgment to destroy the 
gold as it would be to destroy the silver. But I say the Government 

can pay the $136,000,000 of bonds now within reach, and can pay it at 
$10,000,000 a month and not pay a dollar in silver unless it so chooses 
todo. I demonstrated yesterday that if the revenues continue as they 
have been in the past, with what we have on hand, it will be only 
necessary to draw upon the present surplus $200,000 a month to meet 
the demands required by this resolution—$10,000,000 a month; and be- 
cause I believe that there is no danger at all, that there is no possibility 




































of a demand upon the Treasury to the extent that has been suggested, 
I shall vote for the resolution pure and simple as it came from the 
House, without any of these entangling amendments, for, whether they 
were put there or not for the purpose of weighing it down, I know that 
that is the effect, and I believe I may say without impropriety that is 
the intent. 

The honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the honorable 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] ialked about the demands that 
might be made. They said thatinterest had to be paid. There is now 
already in this statement that is before us $11,000,000 for interest not 
yet due, and every month there will be added into the liability account 
the interest as it is computed day by day. There is no possibility that 
there will be a call made upon the Treasury for pensions beyond its 
ability to meet, because this resolution deals with the surplus, which 
means what is left over and above all the money which is necessary to 
meet the appropriations for the year. 

If you will take the pains to look at the Treasurer’s report, which is 
before me but which I have not the time now to read, you will see that 
the system of putting money into the hands of public officers, what they 
call officers’ disbursing accounts, enables them to provide, months in 
advance it may be, for the paymentof interest. The money is not paid 
over to the officers. It is transferred simply on the books. It is pro- 
vided for by putting it to the officers’ credit on the books of the United 
States, and then the money remains atall timesinthe Treasury. There 
is not anything in it. There is not any danger that there will be a ne- 
cessity for $20,000,000 or $1,000,000 as a working balance. That is 
simply that you may get more money that you may pile up; more 
money that you may keep from the business of the country. 

I know that is a great thing, to have it said that the Government of 
the United States has a surplus to-day more than all the nations of 
the world; and I say here to-day the United States has in its vaults a 
suplus greater than that of all the great powers of the earth put to- 
gether; and yet we are told that it is necessary to put aside $20,000,000 
more and to tie it up beyond the use of man. 

I do not vote for this resolution because this is a Democratic admin- 
istration. I voted for the principle of this resolution in 1881. I re- 
member then, when there was a bill before the Senate, that the same 
outcry was made that ismadenow. I remember it was prophesied that 
there would be general destruction of all the material interests of this 
country if the silver bill passed, and when we did what we are doing 
now, directed the Treasury Department by a bill, saying that you shall 
retire no more greenbacks, there was the same general outcry that is 
being made to-day. 

More than once has it been necessary for the people to put their hand 
upon the Treasury Department. I would to God they would put it on 
frequently and that the Treasury Department could be brought in re- 
lations to the great body of the people who pay the taxes and who are 
the people who ought to be recognized, not simply in the monetary af- 
fairs of legislation, but in all legislation. The nineteen million men 
and women put down in the census returns as the laboring people are 
the people who are interested in this legislation, not the banks and the 
bankers. They are the people that make the United States. Theyare 
the people that make it strong, and make it great, and make it rich. 
They build and they create, and they alone add to the wealth of the 
world, not the banker, not the note-shaver, not the bill-discounter, 
who is heard always when a question of this kind comes up. 

It is the poor man who works by the day, whose capital is his labor, 
that should be heard. He is as much above the capital of the banker 
as the heavens are above the earth. The labor of the country repre- 
sents capital one hundred fold greater than banks. Let us legislate a 
little in their interest and for them; let us put out the money, stir the 
business of the country, move the idle wheels of commerce, and give 
the laborer something wherewith he may earn his bread, and you will 
not hear of riots in the country; you will not hear of strikes; you will 
not hear of communism or of anarchists over the land. What the peo- 
ple demand and what they only demand is a fair participation in leg- 
islation and that legislation shall be directed for their interest as well 
as for the interest of the money-king. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, on the resolution which is before us 
I have some very definite views, and I am sure that plain people in the 
country who are not learned in the technicalities of finance will regard 
it as a plain distinct proposition. It is simply, shall we pay our debt 
when we have the money in hand? That course, it seems to me, is the 
plainest dictate of common sense and old-fashioned honesty. 1 can 
well understand that raising taxes from the people, when the money 
is worth to them 6 or 8 per cent., to pay a public debt which is bearing 
only 3 per cent. is one question; but when we have the money already 
raised by taxation and lying idle in the Treasury, the proposition as to 
whether we shall then pay the 3 per cent. bond is entirely a different 
question. 

The struggle of the masses of the people of this world, as individuals 
and as nations, is generally to raise money to pay their debts. Our 
struggle, with a superabundance of means in our vaults, is to avoid 
paying our debts. The statesmen of civilization generally have ex- 
hausted their ingenuity in devising methods to meet the public neces- 
sities and keep taxation down. The genius of our statesmen exhausts 


Sa gb | i TT ties pag 


Sees ey ne ates 
< 


opiate 


DPriows 


oa 


a 722 


itself in the effort to pay no debts and keep taxation up. The most 
civilized nations spend their money for the public necessities when it 
is raised. We think it wisdom to pile up our money in the Treasury, 
where it can neither subserve the purposes of circulation nor pay our 
indebtednesss. 

To continue oppressive taxation far beyond the current needs of the 
Government I have always considered to be unadulterated tyranny; 
to raise that taxation for the purpose not of defraying the public ex- 
penses, but for the purpose of a protective tariff, I have always con- 
sidered little short of villainy. Look at it in any light, such a course 
is the utmost folly and unwisdom. 

There ean be no honest and reasonable pretext assigned for it. All 
this talk about the necessity of keeping up a reserve of a hundred mill- 
ions to redeem greenback notes in the Treasury of the Government is 
& pretense. 

Since the resumption of specie payment on the Ist of January, 1879, 
to the present time but little over fifteen millions in all have ever been 
presented for redemption out of three hundred and forty-six millions— 
but little over two and a quarter millions per annum. 

How can any extraordinary claims arise against the Treasury of the 
United States to constitute what is termed an emergency? If the Treas- 
urer of the United States looks at his books he is aware of every possi- 
ble claim that can arise against the Government, its date, its amount, 
and its maturity, and it is his business to provide against it, and he 
does. They are all stated in the monthly accounts of the Government. 
If any should by any possibility arise, it is the duty of Congress to meet 
it, and Congress will meet again after our adjournment, which I hope 
and trust is not far removed, within five months from this time. 

Again, in reference to the allegation that extraordinary contingencies 
might arise, I ask how is it possible for the Treasury to get far behind 
its means when the income exceeds the expenditure at the rate of about 
$9,000,000 per month and is increasing every day slightly. 

The working balance of which we hear so much can not be required 
to be a great sum, for the surplus is constantly increasing, and the in- 
come every day is a little more than the ordinary outgo, and there is 
now in the Treasury to begin with in the neighborhood of $80,000,000 
of gold and silver and other money over and above all possible demand 
liabilities. 

The real reason everybody is aware of. It was disclosed by the New 
York Banking Association in their meeting on the 20th of July of last 
year, in which they kindly offered to sustain the gold reserve in the 
Treasury by a loan of ten millionsin gold forten millions in subsidiary 
coin. That reason was silver. 


I call the attention of the Senate to the language of these resolu- 
tions: 


New York Cieartne House, 
New York, July 20, 1835. 


Ata meeting of the associated banks of this city, held on the 13th instant, the 
following resolutions were unanimously passed : 


Whereas, after careful inquiry into the current operations of the United States 
Treasury, it is ascertained that with the continued purchase of two million sil- 
ver bullion per month the probable receipts of gold currency will be insufficient 
to meet the demands upon it until the meeting of in December next, 
but that the Secretary will be compelled to make his payments in silver dollars, 


which will become a most disturbing element in the daily business of the coun- 
try: Therefore, 


Resolved, That to avert this threatened danger, &c.-— 


They make this offer of $10,000,000 in gold to the Treasury. That 
is the real secret of this whole transaction. 

If that is not the reason, then it is that we must perpetuate the ex- 
istence of national banks and our national debt for the purpose of afford- 
ing the national banks the means of banking upon our debt. If the 
fear of silver being paid to the creditors of the Government is not the 
real reason, then this must be the reason, for I know of no other that 
could justify so extraordinary a measure as declining to pay the public 
debt when the money is lying idle in the Treasury. This adminis- 
tration, like all the others that have it for several years, has 
determined not to pay a silver dollar to any public creditor who holds 
a written obligation in which he agreed to take the silver dollar. 

This House resolution would compel it to pay silver if any portion 
of the surplus exceeding the hundred millions reserve should happen 
to besilver. Hence these tears; hence the patriotic resolution to offer 
to loan to the Government money; hence the great distrust and confu- 
sion in business centersof which we hearsomuch; hence the patriotism 
of the banks; hence all thesedireful predictions of calamity. They say 
that our bonds held abroad will return upon us if we proceed to pay any 
portion of the publie debt in silver. I say let them return; the sooner 
the better, for there are a little less than twelve million held abroad, 
about a tenth of 1 per cent. They say that it will contract the cur- 
rency. I say that it will not contract the currency more or so much 
as keeping money which is collected from the people locked up in 
the Treasury of the United States where it can not circulate. They say 
it will drive gold out of the country. So they said of the coinage of 
the silver dollar under the Bland law, and yet there is more gold in the 
country now than there was when that law went inte operation—three 
times as much. 

They say it will deplete the reserve in the Treasury. So they 
said also would be thn afiest of the Dinas tows and yet there is more 
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gold, almost twice as much, in the Treasury now than there was when 
that law was 

They said, too, that silver certificates would be no more avail: abl 
circulation than silv er itself, yet we have seen that gold was frecly given 
in exchange for silver certificates so long as the Treasury would permit 
the exchange. 

They say that paying the surplus out for bonds will not put it in, 


| culation, for the bondholders and bankers will lay it up, having alrea i 


more than they can profitably invest. I do not belive it, sir. 

But, if so, why? Why hfve they more than they can possibly in- 
vest? The reason is, it strikes me, that they can make more by deal- 
ing and speculating in the difference between the two metals, gold : ar 
silver, and the destruction of the country brought about by locking 
their money, than they can by putting it out in any other way. 
they will not putthe money out when it is paid to them for their bonds, 
why should we shape our legislation to suit the selfish interests of those 
who increase their gains by withholding their capital; the men who 
refuse to engage in the production which empleys labor, but make c 
pression still worse by speculating on the scarcity they themselves have 
contributed to produce? 

It has been said that this money would not go to enliven trade or to 
employ labor, but to bank vaults and to stock-gamblers’ coffers; yet 
the wishes of these men are to decide our legislation, and their dis- 
content, their distrust alone is to be feared, and their confidence alone 
we must cherish, without which we can not escape bankruptcy. 

I beg to remind the Senate there is not a prophecy of Wall street 
and its congeners made in this financial question against the uses of sil- 
ver which has not so far proven a false prophecy; not one. So it 
will prove in this case. The theorists of Wail street who we have been 
told are entitled to dictate the financial policy of America by the ‘‘ di- 
vinest right’’—the right of superior knowledge—have been proven in 
every case to be false prophets on whose heads the sacred ointment 0! 
prophecy was never poured and whose souls were never warmed by the 
divine afflatus. They are utterly discredited before the American peo- 
ple. Theonly evidence they can truly show tending to prove that they 
have any claim to this supernatural office is, that they are without 
honor in their own country. 

The deformity of their selfishness stands naked. The “ disturb- 
ance ’’ of business, which they prophesied, is their own losses on a sur- 
rendered circulation, of interest on their bonds called in, and of the 
profits they derive in speculation in the difference between the prices 
of the two metals—gold and silver. 

Those i together with their gambling in stocks and bonds, 
their bets on fatures in cotton and wheat, their preying upon the ne- 
cessities of the people in times of depression and distress—these alone 
constitute what they call business. 

The struggles of the great mass of the people for the means of exist- 
ence are not business. The millions and millions of toilers of the land 
and of the sea who riseup early and liedown late, their operations in th: 
pursuit of bread are not business—and disturbances and distrust among 
them must not be heeded a moment by Congress. They have no right, 
divine or otherwise, to control in whole or in part the financial policy 
of their country which gives or withholds their bread; and yet the cap- 
italist who rules by divine right because he lives in New York and bet: 
on futures would do well to remember that after all the welfare of his 
millions depends very much on the comfort and content of the poor 
The Sartor Resartus tanght us how close of kin were the great lady and 
the sewing girl. They are not closer than are the striking laborer aui 
the banker. 

We are one, our destinies are one; and so sure as God has ordained 
justice and compensation in the world those who control our financi:! 
policy in their own selfish interest sooner or later will find they have 
overreached themselves. 

It is the combination of these very men that produces this unnatum! 
state of things. The protected class, under the high tariff which is 
existence, insist on taxes being kept up in order to enrich themse! ves 
The bankers, on the contrary, do not want the debt paid when the taxes 
are collected, for thereby they lose the interest on their bonds and they 
lose the interest on their circulation, which is withdrawn. [If veithet 
is done the people lose, first, the interest on and use of their money 
taken from them for taxes; and, second, the interest on the public de!', 
which could have been paid withthe money lying idle in the Treasury. 
and the capitalist gains both. 

I do not trouble myself, as other Senators have done, to inquire 
as to whether this is or is not a vote of want of confidence in the ad- 
ministration. I do not ask myself either whether to vote against ‘)° 
resolution would be a vote of want of confidence in the American peo!’ 
It isan argument unworthy to be addressed to a Senator of the Unite! 
States, and it isunworthy the dignity of his position for him to |<" 
to such an argument. 

To suppose that a Senator would abandon his honest convictions. “ 
suffer them to be unduly influenced by any other considerations )4" 
those relating to the public good, is insulting. 

To suppose that the President of the United States would de sire a 
Senator to be guided by any other aim in his legislative conduct is» 
complimentary to him or to the Senator. 
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I have only inquired as to whether this resolution will promote the 
general welfare of the people whom I represent, and I shall inquire no 
further. 

They constantly tell me that it is my administration—that I helped 
to place it in power, and that this is the only Democratic administra- 
tion the country has had for aquarter of acentury. It is entitled to 
have and ought to have my cordial support. Thisis all very true. It 
is entitled to and shall have my best support in all things, but not at 
the expense of my honest convictions of duty. In other words, I de- 
sire to be an honest man as well as a Democrat. Because the admin- 
istration politically is mine I am ali the more anxious to have it be 
right and successful, and especially to meet the wishes of its true friends. 
I believe the voice of the great body of the American people was ex- 

in this resolution passed by the House of Representatives by 
the great majority of 207 to 65, and I, for one, propose not to be disobe- 

































































Democratic party hammered it home on the Republicans during the contest 
of lss4 that we were holding in the Treasury more money than was needed there 
for its ordinary operations, and that that money should be devoted to the pay 
ment of the public debt, and upon that pretenseand pretext they carried enough 
votes certainly in the State of Indiana to make the change. 






Then at the bottom of the second column on the same page, in an- 
swer to a question by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ], 
the last clause of the answer of the Senator 

So when the Democratic 


from lowa i 


party cam t th ca 


into pow ne isury 
Suller than it had been for three or four years, if I am not mistaken in dlectior., 
and instead of carrying out the promises and pledges y had m ke people 
and which they put in their pi utforms, they stra ry reversed t j Re 
publican party by hoarding money for nine months until the speech of the S ator 
| @om Kentucky |Mr,. Beck} brought them forth and they made the first call for 
| $10,000,000 of bonds. 
Mr. President, I repeat, if the Senator’s statement is absolutely ac- 


| 


| curate, nay, if it is in any respect correct, then there is no defense fo1 











dient to the popular vision. this administration. But what are the facts? I have a right to refer 
I am, therefore, in favor of the resolution as it came from the House, | toa speech made by Mr. Hewitt, who made this statement: 
pure and simple, believing that as we have failed in the performance of | When he— 
our solemn promise to reduce the taxation of the people totheactualneeds | — Referring to Cleveland— 
of the Government, itis our bounden duty to make what amends we an | pecame President he was confronted with the very difficulties which he Lad 
by paying the public debt with the idle money in the Treasury. [I am | outlined in that lettertoGeneral Wanner. The gold in the Treasury had been 
opposed to the committee’s amendment for the reason that it will in- for moe erates tine away Its place was being fille iup w ith 
creaseand not diminish the reserve in the Treasury, and that it will leave | COD¢S “\iver dollars. | The last administration —and I speak now from the personal 
the whole matter to the discretion of the Secretary just as it is now, | to this country can not be too highly appreciated—the then Secretary of the Treasury 
and that Secretary has declared, again and again, that the public debt oe that the — he hoped 7 be able todo was to carry the Government over the 4th 
must be paid in gold. Why he should object to being relieved of this | Y Bari eqen Geta” ged payments. 
| responsibility, if he be, as is asserted, as anxious as Congress is to pay Mr. HEwITT states that he had that information from ex-Secretary 
out the surplus money in the Treasury on the public debt, I can not | McCulloch. But that is notall. The fact is that on the 7th day ot 
comprehend. It is one of the mysteries connected with finance that is | February, 1985, nearly one month before the expirationof his term and 
‘ beyond me. | when the new administration was about to come into power, he { Mr. 
1 Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it is with a very great deal of hesita- | McCulloch) was so alarmed at the condition of affairs he saw, that pay- 
f tion that I rise to say a word on this resolution, but as lam opposed to | ments out of the Treasury of silver certificates were running rapidly 
@ the proposition as it comes from the House I think it proper that I | back into the subtreasury in New York from customs and internal rev- 
\ should give in my own plain way the reasons why I can not support it. | enue, receipts in gold on those accounts diminishing, the gold coin and 
¥ Mr. President, I think I can safely assert, without fear of success- | bullion balance was being rapidly reduced, he was compelled on that 
it ful contradiction, that the people of this country are well satisfied that | date, February 7, 1835, to instruct thesubtreasurer at New York to with- 
; the President of the United Siates has, so far as he has had the power | hold payment of gold and greenbacks in the ordinary transaction with 
bs, and the opportunity, redeemed every pledge made by his party and | the clearing-house in New York. In other words, he issued an order 
re himself to correct the abuses which had naturally grown up in the ex- | which suspended the whole operations of the Treasury with the New 
ne ecutive branch of theGovernment, and he is pursuing a straightforward | York clearing-house as they had been carried on since 1879. 
28 and honest course toward instituting such other reforms as time and ex- In that condition of affairs, with a new administration coming into 
perience will demonstate to be for the public good. The country, I | power, it is true, as has been said on this floor and elsewhere, that lead- 
is, am convinced, is well satisfied with the management of the Treasury | ing financiers throughout the country saw that when that order went 
1e- Department under Mr. Manning’sable direction. He has taken no step | fully into operation we should be upon the silver basis and that gold 
ne in matters of such importance as the one we are now discussing ex- | would leave the country or be hoarded by ail who could hold it. 
cept with a full knowledge and thorough support of the chief exeeu- | Hence, there were large purchases of sterling exchange. Mr. Tilden, 
i tive officer of the nation. whose name has been used by other gentlemen, is said to have become 
nd - In common with many other Democrats, I do not hesitate to express | alarmed at Mr. MeCulloch’s diagnosis of our financial condition, and 
the my regret that the legislative branch of the Government has not been | with many others purchased sterling exchange. I assume the state- 
os able to enact such laws that would enable the President and the Secre- | ment is correct. Hecould but know that with suspension of gold pay- 
ht tary of the Treasury to comply fully with the demand of the people for | ments disaster would come to the country and the new administration 
icy areduction of taxation, which may be said to be the first and the greatest | would be discredited at the very outset. 
ap- reform demanded by the people of this country, without distinction of Mr. Manning—and I speak from personal knowledge—at that time 
ots party, and to which both parties are pledged in their platforms of 1884. | had agreed to accept the high trust of Secretary of the Treasury with- 
his But upon bills affecting taxation, or determining the amount of reserve | out personal experience in governmental affairs, but a man of more 
a to be held in the Treasury, I would not have them framed or passed | than ordinary knowledge of our financial affairs, a man of courage, of 
and purely as party measures. Iam glad to say that so far as the discus- | strong conviction, prompt to act, and with an unalterable determina- 
mr sion on this resolution has proceeded here with, very few exceptions it | tion to carry out the pledges of his party for honest money. He fully 
has been treated purely as a business matter, to be settled upon correct | realized the danger. He knew if the McCullough order was not re- 
ned and proper principles without reference to party divisions, and yet one | scinded disaster must come. I have the best reason for saying that he 
cial or two expressions fell from my friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLIsoN], yes- | had the full co-operation of his friend Mr. Tilden, in inducing Mr, Mc- 
are terday, that it seems to me require some notice. Cullough to suspend the order and permit payments at the New York 
It the statement of the Senator from Iowa be correct, then I confess | clearing house to go on as he had done before it was arranged as Mr. 
a that there is but little excuse for the Treasury Department in the posi- | Manning wished it. Gold steadily went out of the Treasury until there 
ia de tion they have taken. Ifit be as stated bythe Senator from Iowa that | was on June 3, 1885, only $114,650,000 gold in the Treasury available. 
oa the Republican patty—that Mr. McCullough, the predecessor of the I hold in my hand a statement showing this point, but before I give 
sm present Secretary of the Treasury, lett that Department ina condition | it let me read the dispatch of Mr. McCulloch, of the 7th of February, 
ther to go on and meet all its obligations, maintaining the reserve required | 1885, to the subtreasurer in New York authorizing suspension; which 
ther by law of $100,000,000 of gold for the redemption of greenbacks, and | was regarded as an order to so do: 
one? with sufficient surplus to meet all demands as they were presented and You are authorized to withhold payment of certificates to the clearing-house 
iebi, continue payments on the debt; and that the present Secretary failed | for the present. 
aa to continue the policy of paying the debt, and instead for purposes not Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator state what that dispatch is? 
: necessary for the public good continued to hoard large sums of money | Mr. GORMAN. ‘‘ You are authorized to withhold payment of cer- 
vuire in the Treasury, then 1 admit that he has done wrong. But, Mr. | tificates to the elearing-house for the present.”’ 
ad- President, let us see what the facts are. Sothat I may dothe Sena-| Mr. ALLISON. What certificates? Silver certificates? 
+ the tor from Iowa no injustice, I will read an extract ortwo from hisspeech | Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Iowa understands perfectly that 
opie. of yesterday. He said (I read from the Recorp, page 8173, first col- | from 1879 down to now the Treasury Department goes into the clear- 
nited umn): ing-house and has been delivering and receiving checks and Treasary 
‘eten ot, Sansaee. Let me proceed. The Secretary of the Treasury at that time drafts and paying or receiving legal-tender notes or gold certificates in 
Heys awe the affairs of the Treasury and of our Government as ne balances. twas by this — bern = parity of gold 
r é ; - < aut . © iast Gz =k £ L SS. 
ee That was referring to March, 1885, when Mr. Manning assumed the | om chee ee ceeccieneseeate ‘tee ete peeve siots > 
. than duties of Secretar f the of the United S Jt : , ais = ee ee aig oe _ £ at ac 
* 7° Treasury e Uni tates. tional silver coin, was $120.969,674, of which, $42,093,056 were silver 
tant So EE ettanenas ine Toneenry. slnandty plctharis, beseuse on dollars, leaving a deficit, if all the obligations due in gold were paid, 
is not Hugh who was Secretary of the Treasury for three or four months preced- | $21,123,382. _So it ran until J uly, 1885, when the Treasury found 
ing the 4th of March, 1885, there was an accumulation in the Treasury, and the | itself in the condition of having $144, 052,929, of which $66,627,842 were 
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standard silver dollars, leaving them short $22,574,913 of gold if all 
obligations were paid. 

lt was at this time that Mr. Manning, for the purpose of protecting 
all the great interests of the country, went to New York and stated to 
the bankers the condition of the Treasury. This conference led to a 
tender on the part of the banks of ten millions in gold for ten millions 
of fractional silver, with an offer of ten millions additional if neces- 
sary. But of the sums so tendered the Secretary accepted only six 
millions. This transaction restored confidence, and there was no longer, 
with the assured prudent management, any question as to the desire 
and the ability of the Democratic party to maintain the public credit 
unimpaired. 

This isagrand record, and one at which every Democratshould rejoice, 
for be it not forgotten that for twenty years past our political opponents 
have asserted with energy and persistency that our party has not the 
ability or the desire to maintain the public credit. They appealed to 
the North not to trust our friends of the South. They constantly 
charged that if the Democratic party came in control of the Govern- 
ment you would control the party council, that you would repudiate 
the public debt by paying currency not worth 100 cents to the dollar 
in the markets of the world. I know, and you know, that charge was 
not true, and yet it was believed by hosts of people sufficient to defeat 
us in 1880. 

I do not complain of the Republicans because they so charged us, but it 
does not require much astuteness to see that now we are in power and have 
so far maintained the credit of the Government. We will hold the confi- 
dence of the people if we continue the course inaugurated by the President 
and the Secretary of the Treasury in this regard. 

I was very sorry to hear my friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who 
sits next me say that this was to become a sectional question, that 
probably it would be the East against the West. God forbid that we 
shall ever have another sectional issue in thiscountry. I think he will 
be a false prophet, for I do not believe that the people of this country, 
East or West, North or South, will ever agree to a policy which will 
destroy the financial structure that we have raised, and which is recog- 
nized, as I have said, by all civilized nations. 

If I am correct in the statement I have made as to the condition of 
the Treasury on the 4th day of March, 1885, when the present admin- 
istration assumed power, if it be true that the Treasury was in such 
condition that unless extraordinary efforts were made we were likely 
to be upon a silver basis and the party and the country brought to dis- 
grace, then I ask my associates why condemn even by implication one 
of our officers who had the courage to do that which was right, and that 
which he had a right under the law to do? 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. Does he think itwould have been an improper thing to 
do to have paid out some of the silver dollars on the bonds ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ianswerno. Iam forsilverand forgold. Istand 
precisely where my party stood when it declared at Chicago in the plat- 
form which I believe meant precisely what it said—declarations but for 
which we should not have come into power in your day or mine— 


We believe in honest money, the gold and silver coinage of the Constitution, 
and a circulating medium convertible into such money without loss, 


Mr. COKE. Then I ask the Senator if he believes that the silver 
dollars in the Treasury are honest money? 

Mr. GORMAN. Legally, yes. You have made them by law alegal 
tender for all debts, and every man is bound to respect the law; but 
does not my friend from Texas know that the mere declaration by law 
that they are legal tender will not, until their intrinsic value enhances, 
make the people believe they are as good as gold? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask the Senator from Maryland what he 
means by the intrinsic value of the standard silver dollar that is a 
legal tender for the payment of debts. Does he mean the intrinsic 
value of the silver dollar is not 100 cents? I understand now he ap- 
plies his remarks to silver bullion. 

Mr. GORMAN. I stated in reply to my friend from Texas that the 
standard silver dollar was a legal tender for all debts, and when they 
are tendered to you you are compelled totakethem. The Senator from 
Delaware, for instance, owes me $100 and tenders to me one hundred 
silver dollars. I shall be compelled to accept them as a discharge of 
the debt; but I say that the country and the world know that the 
actual value measured by gold, by the amount of silver in one of these 
dollars, is to-day about 73 cents. Now, I say to the Senator from Del- 
aware that this condition of affairs existed when our party came into 
power. 

There was no confidence in the silver dollar retaining its place and 
equal valuetogold. It was found that when paymentsofthem were made 
out of the Treasury for all the ordinary purposes of the Government, 
when silver certificates, more convenient than the dollars themselves, 
were paid out throughout the entire country, within thirty days eight- 
tenths of all those silver certificates came back to the Treasury, because 
the people had not the same confidence in the silver certificates and be- 
cause they were not legal tender. They kept the greenbacks which 
were secured by $100,000,000 of gold in your Treasury, and they kept 
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the gold coin itself, so that your revenues were coming in large]; 
silver, the intrinsic value of which was 73 or 74 cents on the dollar, 

Mr. COKE. Does the Senator consider the silver dollars in the Treas. 
ury ‘‘ honest money’’ in the sense in which that term was used in the 
Democratic platform ? 

Mr. GORMAN. So long as the law stands, so long as it remai 
your statute-book declaring the silver dollar lawful money, containing 
the number of grains that it does, of course it is lawful money. 

Mr. COKE. Isit honest money ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Weare bound to assume that the Congress of tho 
United States has made it honest money. But notwithstanding tha 
edict you can not make the people of the country take it in preference 
to gold; and you would not have had to-day, in my judgment, enoug) 
gold in the Treasury to provide for the redemption of the greenhacks 
if it had not been for the effort of the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
induced the banks to give him gold in exchange for silver. He accom. 
plished that; and I have shown you that when he took possession of 
the office you were about to suspend gold payments, but by his act 
and by keeping a strong reserve he has maintained the parity between 
the two metals, he has served the country; and hence I say it is extra. 
ordinary at least that we should be considering a resolution which js 
after all regarded as practical condemnation of his policy. Ido not be- 
lieve its authors intended it to be so considered. 

My belief is that it was framed and introduced without full consid. 
eration, and possibly without full knowledge of all the facts that ex. 
isted when the Secretary determined to increase his reserves. The nat- 
ural desire of all Democrats to pay off the public debt is great, a 
looking at the large balances in the Treasury it is not strange that some 
effort should be made to have it disbursed. In other words, Mr. I’res- 
ident, the Democratic party has been out of power for so long a tin 
that it has not the perfect organization that your party has. And hence: 
these minor differences will appear until we have been in power long 
enough to insure harmonious action. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to emphasize what I have just said. in 
answer to my friend from Texas. I ask him if we had come to a silver 
basis, not having sufficient gold and greenbacks in the Treasury, wouli 
he be in favor of continuing simply with silver to pay the public debt 
and the working people and the employés of this Government in a coin 
that would not be received by any other civilized nation in the world 
for more than its intrinsic value at 73 or 74 cents on the dollar? 

Mr. COKE. Does the Senator desire an answer? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do. 

Mr. COKE. Inthe first place, I will say to the Senator that his prop- 
osition that the gold shall all be withdrawn and nothing but silver let 
is an impossible one. That has been demonstrated and was demon- 
strated yesterday. 

In the next place, I say to him that in my judgment it is the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay silver dollars in common with yo! 
dollars and just such dollars as he has in the Treasury, whether they 
be silver or gold, upon all the demands upon the Government that ar 
presented there for payment. Ido not believe that the Secretary 0! 
the Treasury has a right to discriminate against either one of the egal- 
tender moneys of this country. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In the view the Senator takes that it is neces 
sary to pay out silver as well as gold, would it not be necessary for the 
Treasury, in order to maintain the parity or equality of the two metal, 
to make them all honest money in the meaning of the platform ’ 

Mr. COKE. I think it was honest money without any making of it 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. I think it was already honest money, 
made so by facts which the Secretary of the Treasury has nothing in 
the world to do with. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. The Senator to-day may take a 
obligation of the Government and go to the Treasury and get $10), 
of gold on demand. Why? Because they mean to pay in any money 
the creditor wants. That maintains the equality of all the money. |! 
the Treasury were unable to do that and must pay the Senator in 4 
silver dollar worth but 73 or 74 cents, as the case may be, if the bus 
ness community were aware of the fact that there was no payment er 
cept in a money worth intrinsically in all the markets of the world !0! 
74 cents on the dollar, then I wish to know if that would be hove 
money in the meaning of the platform of the Democratic party? __ 

Mr. COKE. I do not accept the Senator’s proposition that theres 
a dollar in the Treasury worth intrinsically less than any other (ol!s". 
That is where he and I differ. I think the silver dollar is wort) \0 
trinsically just as much as the gold dollar. That is the differen 
beween us. I regard the silver dollar asan honest dollar, and tlie > 
on from New Jersey and the Senator from Maryland regard it otic 


y in 


al 


i - GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Texas 2"! 
myself are agreed in one thing. He would not legislate to exci" 
from the Treasury of the United States a sufficient amount of ¢ 
keep the two metals side by side. 

Mr. COKE. Nobody has ever proposed that. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator says nobody has ever propose’ to ¢ 
that; but the fact is that from the date we issued the silver certileat 
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at every internal-revenue office, and at every other source by which 
the money comes back into the Treasury, so that whenever you issue 
and put out $100,000,000 of certificates 80 per cent. of them come 
back to you within thirty days. 

In the month of January, 1886, notwithstanding the confidence that 
had been broughtabout by the action of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in keeping this large reserve on hand in his attempt to keep the silver 
dollar in parity with gold, the total amount of silver certificates issued 
during the month was returned and an excess of 100 per cent. in ad- 
dition of issues previously made was returned, to the subtreasury at 
New York. I ask the Senator to read the statement made by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the Treasurer of the United States to the 
Finance Committee. It is there shown that when the silver certificates 
are issued through the subtreasuries at Baltimore, New York, Cincin- 
nati, and all the subtreasuries of the country, 66 per cent. of them find 
their way back for customs and other dues within thirty days. 

Mr. COKE. Allow me to ask the Senator why was it, when the peo- 
ple were paying gold over the subtreasury counters dollar for dollar 
for silver certificates, that the Secretary of the Treasury issued an or- 
der forbidding the exchange? 

Mr. GORMAN. There was one occurrence referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Texas, and it was an error. It wasa mistake on the part of 
a new official at the time, and without the knowledge, as I under- 
stand, of the chief officer. 

The Department did properly decline to make exchanges where it 
was a charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator is mistaken. 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; by the Treasurer. 

Mr. COKE. Which forbade any further exchanges of silver certifi- 
cates for gold, and after $100,000,000 of gold had been paid for silver 
certificates. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no difficulty between the Senator from 
Texas and myself astothat. But, as I understand, exchanges are now 
made whenever it can be done without cost to the Government. Who 
could conduct the affairs of a great Department like the Treasury with- 
out making a mistake? That mistake has been corrected, but that 
does not relieve us from the terrible responsibility as Democrats of de- 
nouncing an administration that has maintained the parity of these 
two metals, and an administration which kas made greater attempts 
to circulate silver and put it in circulation among the people than ary 
of its predecessors. There is more silver to-day in circulation in this 
country than has ever been before in its history. The amount is fifty- 
two millions of standard, which is about all that it will absorb of that 
coin. They have attempted to force it into circulation by withdraw- 
ing the one and two dollar greenbacks and sending silver free of cost 
to the counting-room of any man who wants it, but it finds its way 
back almost immediately into the Treasury and certificates are de- 
manded for it in sums of $10 and upward. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. What about the gold certificates? 

Mr.GORMAN. Iam speaking of silver certificates. AsI havesaid, 
it has not been possible to force in circulation more than fifty-two mill- 
ion of the standard silver dollars. And yet we are told that there isa 
general demand that more of this coin shall be forced into circulation. 
The Secretary of the Treasury resorted to the plan of forcing the metal 
and putting it in actual circulation, and that was a failure. Let me 
show the Senator how much it cost to try to send into circulation this 
metal that you speak of. 

The total amount of silver dollars which have been coined to June 
30, 1886, since the resumption of their coinage was $233,723,286. The 
total moved, that is, shipped, from one subtreasury to another, and from 
the mints to the Treasury at Washington was $380,335,734, and it has 
cost the Government for freight and for express charges to get this money 
out and in circulation $756,399.02, or $1.99 per $1,000. For every 
thousand silver dollars it has cost the Government $1.99 to try to force 
them into circulation. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not want to interrupt the Senator; but he 
knows that a large part of the expense of that transportation has been 
from the mints at New Orleans and other points where the silver has 
been coined to other portions of the country, to the Treasury of the 
United States and to the subtreasury in New York. It has not been 
a cost in the effort to get the money out, but the silver bullion goes to 
the mints and to the assay offices, and is then transferred at the ex- 
pense of the Government from those points to other points. 

I do not agree with the Senator. In the first place I do not regard 
the resolution as an attack on the administration at all. The Senator 
is treating those of us who differ with his views of the resolution as 
being opponents and critics of the action of the admiuistration. That 
isnottrue. We differ with the views of the administration, but I trust 
I am at to express my own opinions, although the Secretary of 
the Treasury or the President of the United States may hold different 
opinions from what I do. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, I do not represent anybody 
on this floor except my constituents. I express no views for any man. 
I do not for 4 moment suppose that the Senator from Delaware—in- 
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which are receivable at the subtreasuries for duties upon imports, and | deed I know he does not—would feel bound by any rule laid down.by 


the President of the United States or any other man. I do not fora 
moment allow it to enter into my mind because I differ with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware and my friend from Texas (for both of whom I 
have the highest regard) upon this question that I refleet on their 
course. The views I now hold I entertained when the Republican 
party was in power, and so far as my vote has gone it has been for the 
good of the whole people of this country as I understand it; and never 


of Congress, did the Senator or any of our friends on this side offer 
such a resolution of condemnation of any Republican Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Now, for the first time in the history of the Government has such an 
attempt been made. It is true you have fixed the amount of reserve, 
and it is true you have limited the coinage of silver; but Congress has 
never before attempted to lay down an inflexible rule as to the amount 
of the reserve. 

Mr. President, I have shown the condition of affairs when we came 
in. Now, there is one other view of this case that I desire to suggest. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has by this step promoted, as I believe, 
the interests of thiscountry. Butif by contracting the circulation and 
by hoarding money he has affected the value of property and increased 
the interest paid on the ordinary loans of the people, then his policy 
was a mistaken one. 

What arethe facts? Itis known by all men that in February, March, 
April, May, June, and July, 1885, there was distrust and hesitation by 
capitalists throughout this land. Railroad construction was practi- 
cally suspended; cotton and other factories were on half time; the great 
furnaces that turned out in 1883 a million and more tons of steel rails 
were on half time or closed up. There was distruct throughout the 
land. Now everybody knows and it goes without saying that from 
July, 1885, up to this very hour business has taken a start from one 
end of the land to the other; your railroad building is going on. We 
are the second nation in the world in making steel for railroads. 

We are next to England. Workmen are no longer seeking employ- 
ment, but you find increased prosperity. Would this be the case if the 
Secretary of the Treasury had adopted a mistaken policy? Butlet me 
test the correctness of his judgment in another way. If he had with- 
drawn from circulation a large amount of money that was required by 
the people, the interest account would show it. Scarcity of money 
means a high rate of interest. Let us see how that stands. If the in- 
terest rate was higher, then the Secretary was wrong. If it was lower, 
then unquestionably the Secretary has not damaged the business inter- 
ests of the country. 

Let me read from the last report of the Comptroller of the Currency. 
He says the rates of interest in New York city were as follows: 

Eighteen hundred and eighty-four, call loans, 2.4 per cent.; commercial 
paper, 5.6 per cent. 

In November, 1885, after the Secretary had increased the reserve and 
the national banks had increased theirs, as shown by the Senator from 
Missouri, the rates of interest on call loans had fallen in New York to 
2 per cent. and on commercial paper to 4.3 per cent., 1 per cent. less 
than in 1884. I ask my friend what complaints will be made of a great 
Department that has so managed your affairs? 

Sut, says my friend from Missouri, the Treasury Department and all 
these financial institutions have determined to hoard up the money, 
keep it in their banks in financial centers and away from the people. 
Let us see what that statement was as he madeit himself. The infer- 
ence might be drawn from what he said that it was in New York, it 
was an Eastern combination that had attempted to control the finances 
of this country. TheSenator states that during this time when theSec- 
retary of the Treasury was hoarding up all this money to the detriment 
of the country the national banks were required all through the United 
States to have a total reserve of $262,758,283, whereas they held $394,- 
192,310; and while they were required to have a cash reserve of $163,- 
911,218 they actually held $261,165,183. 

The reason why the banks held this increased reserve was because 
there was no demand in the country. The interest under the opera- 
tions of this Democratic Secretary of the Treasury had run so low, 
money was so plentiful, business was so stagnant, that the supply of 
money in the country in circulation outside of the Treasury of the United 
States was more than sufficient for all the demands of the country. 
But where were these reserves held? Notin New York. Outside of 
New York the excessive reserves were greater than they were in New 
York. In the reserve cities, excluding New York, the total reserve re- 
quired to be held was $96,000,000—I give only the round numbers—and 
they actually held $122,000,000. Theircash reserve should have been 
$47,000,000, and they actually held $83,000,000. ‘This is outside of 
New York. 

Now, when you come to New York the reserve required by law was 
$74,000,000, and they actually held only $89,000,000, showing that this 
great reserve held by the banks to protect themselves and because they 
can not loan the money, or else for fear of the condition of affairs which 
they knew Mr. McCulloch had described in February, 1885, they wanted 
to be on the safe side. 

L assert, and I regret that I failed to bring with me the Financial Chron- 
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icle which shows it, that in all sections of the country the interest rate 
has run down since March, 1885, on all classes of good loans. Mort- 
gages on real estate and every class of investments have decreased in 
the rate of interest since this policy was inaugurated. 

My friend from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck ] yesterday, looking overa table 
which was furnished to a member of another body, made the statement 
that there was $180,000,000 of gold and bullion in the Treasury of the 
United States on the 12th day of March last. I glanced over the table 
and supposed he was mistaken. I called the attention of the Treas- 
urer to that statement, and I have this letter in response to it: 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATEs. 
Washington, July 30, 1886. 
Sr: In accordance with your request I hand you herewith a statement ex- 
laining the table, published in the ConGressionaL Recorp of July 15 (pages 
204-5), showing the cash in the Treasury. 

It will be observed that the table referred to was furnished in reply to a spe- 
cific question, and did not purport to give the cash actually belonging to the 
Treasury after providing for the outstanding demand liabilities. 

Very respectfully, 
N. JORDAN, 


Treasurer United States. 
Hon. A. P. Gorman, 


United States Senate. 


He furnishes a statement showing that the gold coin in the Treasury 
was $189,877,000, the gold bullion $42,137,000, making a total of $232,- 
014,000; and that there are in the Treasury $52,414,000 of gold certifi- 
cates, $127,284,000 being the total amount of issue of gold certificates, 
and that there are outstandingof the gold certificates $74,870,000, leav- 
ing an actual balance in the Treasury of $157,144,000 of gold and bull- 
ion. The entire statement is as follows: 


Statement explanatory of the table showing cash in the Treasury July 10, 
1886, published on pages 7294 and 7295, Congressional Record, July 
15, 1886. 


The table referred to states the cash in the Treasury without deducting the 
demand obligations outstanding: 
From the gold coin. - .. $189, 877, 000 

and gold bullion.. sccudsodmesesects © “ak, Bey 

$232, 014, 000 
There must be deducted the amount held 

for gold certificates out.. ~anaens aay 


Less amount on hand 


Leaving the gold ae anne e to the cash 
From the silver dollars............... — 2 
and silver bullion.. ae 
There must be deducted the amount held 
for silver certificates out 
Less amount on hand...........cccccceseeceersseesees 


Leaving the silver belonging to the cash.. 

The United States notes 

Must be reduced by the postin certi 
cates out . oe 

Less amount on hand. 


Leaving the U. 8S. notes belonging to the cash.;: 
The national-bank notes were.. eonn -oonee 
The deposits in national-bank depositaries : were.. 


Making a total of available cash 
The cash not available consisted of frac- 
tional silver coin 
and minor coin 
From the available balance stated above 
must be deducted the following demand 
liabilities : 
Acerued interest... 
Interest due and unpaid... 
Matured debt and interest ‘unpaid... 
Interest on Pacific Railroad bonds due 
and unpaid.. sacapenocssvensasene 
Funds ineld for “redemption “of na- 
tional-bank NnOtes....... ..0...--cccccsvccvesscssessscesesesees eee 
ee to credit of aa — 


Post Office ‘Department account... 
Outstanding drafts and checks... 


eee eee eeeeee oe eeeee 


104, 080, 000 
Leaving . eee 179,019, 000 
And after deducting Teserve for Tedemption ‘of United § States notes. 100, 000, 000 


The net balance is 


It only shows how easy the best informed of us (for there is nobody 
better informed than my friend from Kentucky) can make mistakes. 
It shows the necessity of Congress at least in these purely administra- 
tive matters moving with great caution. 

I trust, sir, that now we have passed the crisis, when it is known that 
a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury is carrying out his party pledges 
and administering his great trust in the interest of the people, we 
shall sustainhim. From the beginning the President and the Secretary 
have urged that there was but one way to answer the universal demand 
for relief, and that was by a reduction of taxation from $30,000,000 to 
$50,000,000 per annum to be taken from the taxes and saved to the 


ple. 
With that reduction and with the amount that he has on hand, with 
prudence he can pay and redeem the 3 percent. bonds within two years. 
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Unless that policy is pursued we shall be compelled to pay a prem) 

of 25 or more, whatever the holders of the fours and four-and-a- halfs 
may demand, ‘and then the cry will go out that the Department is being 
run in the interest of the bondholders. He wanted to avoid that and to 
save the money of the people now by a reduction of taxation. 

It is no answer to him, and if I am not much mistaken the peop) 
the country will not consider it a proper answer to an administr: ~ 
which wants to relieve the burdens of the people from this excessive 
taxation to turn around and, by imputation at least, condemn him fo; 
saving the credit of the Government while you have failed to carry out 
the pledges made by both parties. I am sorry to see that it was, for 
political purposes possibly, thought best to almost unite one of these 
great parties, and by joining with a minority of Democrats prevent 
a reduction of taxation. You can not pass a financial measure of this 
kind, or a tax bill, by the votes of any one political party. 

We are divided; local interests, individual views, State interests ren. 
der it impossible to make it absolutely a party question. I say to my 
friend from Iowa, the great leader of his party on this floo., that if in 
the interest of the people of this country he had used that power to 
make his party join the great majority of Democrats in carrying out 
the pledge that both parties have made, that party would indeed have 
served its country well. You failed todo that. But [hail with pleas. 
ure the fact that in the consideration of this question partisanship js 
laid aside and that Democrats and Republicans are against a measure 
which comes here fraught as I think with so much evil to the entire 


country. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say just one word in response to the criti- 
cism made by the Senator from Maryland upon my remark of yester- 
day. My statement yesterday was that the policy of the Republican 
administration was to pay the debt from the surplus in the Treasury, 
but that that policy had been partially suspended by the late Secretary 
of the Treasury, Mr. Hugh McCulloch, for two or three months prior to 
the expiration of President Arthur’s administration; and when on the 
4th of March, 1885, the Democrats came into power they found a ple- 
thoric Treasury. I was only criticising a portion of the conduct of the 
administration which refers to the payment of the public debt. 

The Senator from Maryland says by way ef apologizing for the accu- 
mulation of money from March to December thatit was necessary in order 
to maintain the parity of gold and silver. My only answer to that is 
(and I do not desire to take up time) that on the 29th day of Decen- 
ber the Secretary of the Treasury commenced paying the public debt, 
and between January and July he paid over $50,000,000 of the public 
debt; and during all that period there was a continual accumu!ation 
of gold in the Treasury, showing that the question of the gold balance 
is not affected by the payment of the public debt. 

I have here the successive statements of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury under the new form of statement which will show a constant ac- 
cumulation of gold between December and this moment, showing that 
although there has been a paymentof $50,000,000 of the public debt in 
six months there has been during all that time a continual accumula- 
tion of gold. That is all I desire tosay respecting that. Senators wlio 
will ine the debt statement will see that it is so. 

I desire toinsert in the Recorp for the convenience of every Senator 
for fature reference an exact statement of the balances in the Treasury 
from the beginning of the resumption of specie payments until the 30th 
day of June last, showing the balances in the Treasury according to 
Mr. Jordan’s statement. 


Statement showing the net cash balance, the fractional silver coin in th 
Treasury, and the available cash balance, by months, from July 1, 157°. 


Fractional sil-| 
ver coin in| Available bal- 
the ance. 

oc 
| 
| 
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ury. 
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Statement showing the net cash balance, &c.—Continued. 








| Fractional sil- . 
Net cash bal- ver coin in Available bal- 



















Month. ance, the Treas-| ance. 
; Uury. | 

Td eeetineil ae — nein 

Vov 1, 1BBL.........cccccceee severe | $140, 757,825 39 | $25,984,687 76 | $114,773, 137 63 
Novem 1 ise... — on 146, 492,619 15 25, 918, 22 00 120, 574,367 15 
i icirtie -.| 136,402,317 26 | 25,963,641 48 | 110,438,675 78 

guavee and 139, 855,647 45 | 26,567,873 37 113, 297,774 08 

Licsbintnbibbiadiaies | 151, 767,675 09 | 26,869,906 26 | 124,897,768 83 

ee 146, 028, 894 40 27, 187,680 67 118, 841, 213 73 

EE 140, 953, 723 87 27, 439, 183 93 113, 514, 539 94 

137, 996,077 28 | 27,755,923 33 | 110,240,153 95 

118, 419, 921 85 28, 048, 630 58 90, 371, 291 27 

120, 206, 242 61 28, 153, 956 16 92, 052, 286 45 

138, 238, 725 23 27, 990, 387 75 110, 248, 337 48 

129, 099, 404 58 27,426,139 93 | 101,673,264 65 

135, 492,322 99 | 26,749,432 45 | 108,742, 890 54 

124, 585, 992 87 26,544,544 43 98,041,448 44 

hove ---| 111,791,497 26 | 26,521,692 20 85, 269, 805 06 

— . 121, 411,189 71 27, 135, 244 74 94, 275, 944 97 

desssoveube _ 127, 596, 398 55 27,507, 275 78 100, 089, 122 77 

ineen coum = 132, 127,270 30 | 27,865,993 79 104, 261,276 51 

_ on 121, 702, 775 51 28, 068, 628 88 93, 634, 146 63 

128, 034, 145 68 28, 303,196 20 99, 730,949 48 

141, 006, 770 73 28, 485, 00L 05 112,520, 769 68 

152, 442, 307 57 28,058, 141 67 124, 384, 165 90 

154, 030,545 34 | 27,819,711 70 126, 210,833 64 

a 157, 878,947 96 | 26,750,161 13) 131,128,796 83 

este 160, 822,545 42 | 26,712,424 15 | 134,110,121 27 

158, 115,994 69 | 26,969,614 40 126, 146, 339 20 

141, 610,028 13 | 27,224,126 3 114, 385, 901 80 

149. 977,230 69 | 28,014,414 76 | 121,962,815 93 

144, 789, 003 85 | 28,490,906 91 116, 298, 096 94 

150,072,118 77 | 28,866,556 33 121, 205,562 44 

151, 802,170 90 29, 158, 480 47 122, 643, 690 43 

146, 764, 496 86 | 29,377,206 41 117, 387,290 45 

139,111,423 19 | 29,600,720 05 109,510, 708 14 

138, 215, 815 92 | 29,797,485 76 108, 418, 330 16 

140, 228, 887 13 29, 659, 003 38 110, 569, 883 75 

143, 234,041 27 | 29,474,160 89 | 113,759,880 38 

148,070,290 19 | 29,346,757 24 118, 723, 532 9 

189, 435, 057 91 29, 143, 283 48 110, 291, 774 51 

139, 818,721 98 | 29, 194,355 52 110, 624, 366 46 

145, 543, 096 57 | 29,901,104 54 115, 641, 992 08 

151,214,510 48 | 30,244,836 12 120, 969, 674 36 

152, 933,921 92 | 30,632,326 20 122, 301,595 72 

New form of statement. 

pO 8 eee | 23, 957, 421 52 80, 944, 048 81 23, 957,421 52 
A iibenetinbenniacnetinensumdsanecsi 30, 093,021 96 | 31,694,364 80 30, 093, 021 96 
Fe i bateitteasavecscniscececceses 40, 676, 930 68 31, 236, 899 49 40, 676, 930 68 
SAE Ciictitinds ccveces vseccncovses 44, 052, 929 35 25, 355,020 23 44, 052, 929 35 
August 81, 1985, ........00..00..00-cccers 49,716,572 69 | 24,724,287 43 49,716,572 69 
September 30, 1885.................0--« 63,903,106 30 | 23,641,893 79 63, 908, 106 30 
mepeeuveneceuen 66, 818,292 38 | 22,965,535 70 66, 818,292 38 

we 61, 930,595 34 27,920, 309 44 61, 930, 595 34 

0 71, 018, 872 23 | 27,796,480 88 71,018, 872 2: 

79, 689, 862 24 29, 013, 998 71 79, 689, 862 24 
72, 298,202 92 | 28,811,037 49 72, 298,202 92 
76, 381,099 54 | 28,822,637 63 76, 381,099 54 
77,080, 999 35 | 28, 864,482 89 77, 030,999 35 
76,142,611 33 | 28,912,277 14 76, 142, 611 33 
75,191,109 95 | 28,904,681 66 | 75, 191, 109 95 


Nore.—Subsequent to March 31 $100,000,000 reserve held for the redempticn 
of United States notes is deducted, and the fractional silver coin has been sepa- 
rately stated, and must not therefore be deducted from the net cash balance to 
= — In other words, the statement since March 31 states the 
available as net. 


That is all I desire. I only criticised the conduct of the Treasury 
with reference to the non-payment of the public debt between March, 
1885, and December, 1885. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator how in the statement sent 
up the hundred million dollars of reserve is stated, whether it is in the 
shape of liabilities or an asset, in order that we may understand it 
when we come to look at it. Under the old system I understand it 
alyrays appeared as an asset, thus increasing the apparent amount of 
money in the Treasury, thesurplus, and now it appears as a liability, 
thus decreasing the amount to the extent of $100,000,000. How does 
it appear in this statement? 

Mr. ALLISON. It appears just as the statements were made. Of 
course under the new form of statement it appears in the general bal- 
ance of the Treasury. Under the new form of statement the balance 
is stated, deducting the $100,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. That is very liable to mislead a casual observer and 
to make it appear that there is a hundred million dollars more at one 
time than there is at another. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that this form of statement was made 
by the Treasurer at my request, carrying back his form of statement 
into all the statements which had been made between the Ist of July, 

1879, and the present time. The statement includes and excludes the 
fractional silver; so that there are two tables, one showing the total 
balance, including the amount of fractional silver, and then the total 
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Mr. TELLER. I call the attention of the Senator to the trouble 


For instance, on the 3ist day of January, 1885, 
the apparent surplus is $145,000,000 in round numbers; Febraary 28, 
it is $151,000,000; March 31, it is $152,000,000, and it immediately 
drops down, April 30, to $23,000,000. Unless there is some explana- 
tion made, [ think it will appear to any ordinary observer, to the com- 
mon people who read accounts, that that disappeared by payments out 
of the Treasury, when in fact it has only by the system of bookkeep- 
ing been transferred to another column. The money is there all the 
same. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the people will understand it after the ex- 
planation of the Senator and my own. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator should have added something 
to have shown it in the statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it not fully shown now? 

Mr. TELLER. We make the statement now, but it does not go with 
the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is anything I ought to explain that the 
Senator has in mind I should be glad to do it. 

Mr. TELLER. Possibly the note at the foot may explain it suffi- 
ciently. 


Mr. ALLISON. I think it does. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, its Clerk» 
announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 263) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Springfield, Mass., with amendments 
in whica it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

WISCONSIN WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair) appointed 
Mr. EDMUNDs, Mr. EvVArTs, and Mr. PuGu the conferees on the part 
of the Senate on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9857) 
in relation to the western judicial district of Wisconsin. 

METHODIST PROTESTANT FOREIGN MISSIONS BOARD. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to call up Senate bill No. 1008 for action on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (S. 1008) to empower the board 
of foreign missions of the Methodist Protestant Church to hold property 
in the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The House amendments will be read. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Subject toobjection. Ionly want to look at that. 
I have no objection to its being considered subject to objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so considered. 

Mr. BROWN. When the Senator hears the amendments I think he 
will have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
resentatives will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Inline 8 of the bill strike out the word ‘‘ rent.’’ 

Strike out all after the word ‘* Provided,’’ in line 10, down to and 
including line 14, and insert the following: 

That only so much real estate may be held by the said board of foreign mis- 
sions as may be necessary for the preper transaction of ils legitimate business, 
not to exceed an assessed value of $50,009, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just wait a moment. 

Mr.BROWN. This isa religious corporation, and provision is made 
for holding real estate in the District. The House has simply reduced 
the amount of property. If there is no objection to the bill on that 
account I move to concur in the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am satisfied that it improves the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


Theamend ments of the House of Rep 


PHGNIX NATIONAL BANK OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the bill 
(S. 1599) for the relief of the Phoenix National Bank of the city of New 
York, which has come from the House with an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TELLER in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1599) for the relief of the Pheenix National Bank of the city of New 
York, which was, in lines 1 and 2, to strike out the words ‘‘ twenty-nine 
thousand six hundred and twenty-four dollars and thirty-five cents ”’ 
and to insert ‘‘ twelve thousand one hundred and seventeen dollars and 
thirty-eight cents.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment of the House and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the presiding officer was authorized to appoint 


fractional silver. The form of atatement be- | the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Evarts, Mr. INGALLS, 


gan March 31, I believe, and of course from that time forward the frac- | “24 41t- VEST were appointed. 


silver is excluded from the statement, and also the $100,000,000 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
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tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury on the public debt. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, inasmuch as the discussion has passed 
quite beyond the boundaries of the pending subject and entered far into 
the attractive and limitless fields of financial speculation, in order that 
I may take my own reckoning and recall the attention of the Senate to 
the exact question for our determination, I ask that the resolutions may 
be again reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). The Sec- 
retary will read the joint resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That whenever the surplus or balance in the Treasury, including 
amount held for redemption of United States notes, shall exceed the sum of 
$100,000,000, it shall be,and is hereby made, the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to apply such excess, in sums not less than ten millions per month, 
during the existence of any such surplus or excess, to the payment of the in- 
terest-bearing indebtedness of the United States payable at the option of the 
Government. The surplus or balance berein referred to shall be the available 
surplus, ascertained according to the form of statement of the United States 


Treasurer, of the assets and liabilities of the Treasury of the United States em- 
ployed on June 30, 1885, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the joint resolution the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That no call shall be made under the provisions of this resolution 
until a sum equal to the call is in the Treasury over and above the reserve 
herein mentioned: And provided further , That the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his discretion, may have in the Treasury, over and above the foregoing sums,a 
working balance not exceeding $20,000,000: and in the ease of any extraordi- 
nary emergency,and when, because thereof in the opinion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the public interests shall require it, he may, by written order, sus- 
pend the further call for the payment of such indebtedness for such period of 
time as shall be necessary to maintain the public credit unimpaired. 

It has been developed that there is an entire concurrence of opinion 
among Senators respecting the state of facts upon which these resolutions 
proceed and are designed to deal with. We may assume therefore that 
it is agreed that the only outstanding United States bonds which may 
be paid at the option of the Government are one hundred and thirty- 
six million 3 percents; none others may be paid until the year 1891; 
that the surplus or balance in the Treasury to-day available forthe pur- 
pose of paying these bonds is about $75,000,000, and that the current 
revenue of the Government over and above the necessary expenditures 
amounts to about $9,000,000 per month. 

Hence it is apparent that with the reserve or surplus on hand, to- 
gether with the revenue inexcess of expenditures, the Government will 
be able, unless some extraordinary contingency should arise not now 
foreseen, to pay off every one of these 3 per cent. bonds under the op- 
eration of either one of these resolutions in about thirteen or fourteen 
months, and that at the end of that time the Treasury will hold a sur- 
plus or balance nearly as large as it has to-day. 

Now, sir, let us consider the resolutions. If our judgments were 
formed by the speeches which we have listened to during the progress 
of this debate we should reach the conclusion thatthere was some wide 
divergence, some inherent antagonism, either in principle or policy, 
between the resolution of the House of Representatives and the resolu- 
tion as amended and adopted by the Senate Finance Committee. 

I undertake to say that they are founded on the same doctrine of 
finance; that their practical force and effect will bethe same; that they 
differ only in respect to the amount of the working balance and the 
discretion which should be allowed the Executive. 

The resolution of the House provides in effect that the one hundred 
million in the Treasury derived from the sale of bonds in order to 
secure and maintain specie resumption shall remain intact, and that 
it is only when the surplas or balance in the Treasury shall be in ex- 
cess of the $100,000,000 is it made the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to apply such excess in sums not less than $10,000,000 per 
month during the existence of any such surplus or excess to the pay- 
ment of the intercst-bearing indebtedness of the Government payable 
at the option cr the Government. 

The Senate resolution provides also that the $100,000,000 coin in the 
Treasury shall not be encroached upon, and that payments shall be 
made in sums of not less than $10,000,000 per month on the interest- 
bearing debt outstanding and payable at our option. 

It is evident, therefore, that there is no difference between the reso- 
lutions of the House and Senate respecting the reserve fund or the 
amount to be paid on the debt monthly, and these are the essential ele- 
ments in the whole transaction. They both demand and require that 
$100,000,000 of coin shall be held as the foundation upon which the 
structure of our financial system shall stand. 

Wherein, then, do they differ? They differ in but two points as I 
have already indicated. The House resolution provides that these pay- 
ments of $10,000,000 per month shall be made only when there is an 
excess of $10,000,000 in the Treasury of the United States over and 
above the $100,000,000 of reserve fund. 

The question was asked in the House of Representatives of Mr. Mor- 
RISON why under the operation of the resolution the reserve fand might 
not be encroached upon and destroyed, and he replied as follows: 

Mr. Morrisoy. Underthis resolution, if the condition of the Treasury remains 
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the same, it would pay out $10,000,000 for seven successive months, and then if th, 
Treasury balance was not increased there would not be another ten mijiions 
paid next month, nor until the surplus reached ten millions above the one }\),,. 
dred millions fixed by the joint resolution as the amount to be kept in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me suggest to the Senator from Louisiana, jy 
I may interrupt him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiang 
yield ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me suggest that we are passing the joint res- 
olution of the House and not Mr. MoRRISON’s speech, if it may be re- 
ferred to, and that the construction of the act must depend not upon 
the debates in the other House or here, but upon what it means to the 
people who are to execute it, and in the courts of law. I may put on 
gloss and opinion upon it; my friend from Louisiana may put another, 
but it does not help it; the meaning has got to be derived from the 


act. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam very greatly indebted to the suggestion of tl. 
Senator from Vecmont, but I will say to the honorable Senator from 
that State that he is a little premature in giving me that information. 
I knew in advance (for I presume it maybe held that almost every 
Senator on this floor has some knowledge of the canons of constitu- 
tional construction), that Mr. MoORRISON’s opinion was not to contro! 
the meaning of the act, if it should be passed by Congress, but | 
thought that inasmuch as I was going to consider what the true mean- 
ing of this resolution of the House might be, from its context it would 
have persuasive effect, not authority, upon the minds of some Senators 
upon this floor who happen to know that distinguished Representative 
from the State of Illinois in the House of Representatives and how val- 
uable have been his services in respect of the currency of the country. 

An examination of the text will show, in my judgment, that Mr. 
MORRISON’S interpretation of the House resolution must be sustained 
by a fair and just construction of it both by the people who are to exe- 
cute it and by the courts. It is very plain that as the resolution pro- 
vides that monthly payments shall be made during the existence of a 
surplus or excess above the sum of $100,000,000 in the Treasury in 
payments of not less than $10,000,000 per month, it is utterly impos- 
sible that any such payments could be made at all unless there had 
been an accumulation of fully $10,000,000 in the Treasury as an avail- 
able surplus for this purpose; so that it is very clear to my mind that 
under the very terms of the House resolution not a dollar could be paid 
out of the Treasury on these bonds unless there was a surplus or }):l- 
ance in excess of the $100,000,000 in coin reserved there for the main- 
tenance of specie payments. 

Now lei us consider the resolution as amended by the Finance Con:- 
mittee and we shall ascertain that that resolution also, like the House 
resolution, provides for the redemption fund, and further that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may, at his discretion, maintain also a working 
balance not exceeding $20,000,000 while paying ten millions montlily 
on the publicdebt. Here, then, we perceive that the difference between 
the two resolutions is narrowed down to this, that the Senate resolu- 
tion allows the Secretary of the Treasury a working balance of $2v),- 
000,000 to be maintained in the Treasury at his discretion. It does not 
compel him to retain that, but if the necessities of the Government, 
amounting in some months, as has been shown, to over $30,000.()()\, 
under heavy appropriations for pensions and other extraordinary ex- 
penses of the Government, it is within his discretion to retain such work- 
ing balance. 

Here, then, are the two resolutions resting upon the same principe 0! 
finance, moving in the same direction toward the payment and ext.0- 
guishment of the public debt, one authorizing and directing the Sec 
tary of the to pay it in monthly installments of $10, 00),(\") 
when there is that sum in the Treasury over and above $100, ()((),(\") 
reserve fund, and the other directing him to make these payments whr 
there is $10,000,000 over and above the $100,000, 000, the reserve fund in 
the Treasury of the United States, and a working balance of $2\),()\\\)- 
000, if in his discretion it should be wise and necessary to reserve tliat 
amount. 

If we adopt the House resolution on the state of facts which I have 
laid down and which is undisputable, the whole amount of tle ou 
standing indebtedness would be paid even if we assumed that the a 
ance or surplus should be brought to the minimum limits, just ("° 
months sooner than it will be paid if we adopt the Senate resi !ution 
and the Secretary of the should find it necessary to keep ® 
working balance of $20,000,000. Or, in other words, if we adopt the 
Senate resolution and the Secretary of the Treasury should muint'2 
under the discretion allowed him by that resolution a working balan’ 
of $20,000,000, he would be just two months longer and two mov'’s 
only, in paying every dollar of the outstanding bonds than we wo." '* 
caine the an resolution. Under either, humanly speaking, thee“ 
tinguishment of the payable debt of the United States is certain w'th'9 
the next fourteen months. . 

Mr. President, when these practical resolutions °° 

us and the basis of difference is so narrow, that am 
ments should be urged here with such heat and vehemence, invol'"s 
not the resolutions themselves but considerations which I submit 4 
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foreign to this discussion, if not wholly out of place. The simple prop- 
osition is whether we will authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to continue the monthly payment of these bonds when there 
is over a nundred million in the Treasury or when there is over $120,- 
000,000 in the Treasury. For my part I am disposed, when we are 
dealing with transactions of such magnitude to be conducted by offi- 
cers in whose fidelity and intelligence I repose confidence, transactions 
that relate to the most sensitive and delicate of all things, the public 
credit and national honor—I am willing to vote to allow the small 
working balance of $20,000,000 to the present chancellor of our ex- 
chequer, Hon. Daniel Manning. Great Britain, France, and Germany 
each, as is shown by the London Economist of July 14, has a larger 
working balance than this, and their ministers of finance are also au- 
thorized to raise money by exchequer bills in the event of an emer- 
gency. The reserve in Great Britain was 39 per cent. for all outstand- 
ing liabilities; in France 60 per cent.; in Germany a reserve larger than 
we now provide. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. The difference, I submit to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, between the House resolution and the Senate amendment is not 
so much a difference in dollars as in this: The House resolution is a 
peremptory command to pay off the public debt whenever there is a 
surplus over and above $100,000,000 subject to be paid out. The 
amendment of the Senate Finance Committee does increase that to 
$120,000,000, and in addition thereto gives to the President of the 
United States a discretionary power to suspend the entire law, and it 
is in that discretion that the great difference exists between the Senate 
committee amendment and the resolution as passed by the House. 

Mr. GIBSON. [I intended when I had concluded the discussion of 
this aspect of the Senate amendment to speak of the concluding clause 
of that amendment, to which the honorable Senator from Texas has just 
called my attention. I donotintend to overlook it. I think that also 
a wise and statesmanlike provision, but I would like to see incorpo- 
rated in the resolution from the Finance Committee the words ‘‘ and in 
case of any extraordinary emergency not now foreseen or not now ex- 
isting.”? DoI understand the Senator from Iowa accepts as an amend- 
ment the words ‘‘ not now existing?’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing to have that inserted. It 
may strengthen the amendment, but it is manifest to me that that is 
the true meaning. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, it seems hardly necessary for me to 
do more than suggest to the Senators whom I see around me how im- 
portant it is that the Government, having such extensive and ramified 
connections the world over, should commit to its Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or rather to the President, for it is by him that this power must be 
exercised, the discretion to suspend the provisions of this resolution in 
the event of any extraordinary emergency. An occurrence that shall 
relate merely to an individual in some distant region might involve 
this Government in a long and bloody war. Wars always come unex- 
pectedly. If we could anticipate that there might be a war between 
the United States and Great Britain at the end of this year, the wise 
and good men of either nation would in advance put forth all their ef- 
forts to prevent itand maintain the peace between these kindred people. 

Up even to the last hour it will be remembered that when the dark 
cloud of civil war was rising just above the horizon the public men of 
America that it would disappear in the course of a few weeks 
or months. Nations do not go to war except when they are wrought 
into a passion by some insult, some injury, so that in the heat and dis- 
temper diplomatists find it impossible to make any peaceable arrange- 
ment. 

Look at the wars of Europe! While philosophical statesmen attempt 
to trace the origin of wars to some general principle involving the ex- 
istence of old institutions or their reformation, yet we know that many 
of the most terrible struggles that have deformed and retarded the civ- 
ilization of mankind originated in the trivial incidents of social and 
personal life. 

It may be well said that the ambition of nationalities has superseded 
the ambitions of dynasties, and while wars no longer find their origin 
in court circles, nevertheless it has been seen that questions involving 
the rights of individual citizens or of nations have been prolific sources 
ofthem. Weare confronted to-day with European nations armed to the 
teeth, exhausting the resources of the people in maintaining great stand- 
ingarmies, vast naval establishments, and inspired by the desire toextend 
their commercial relations and colonial systems over the entire world, 
while the republics in the Western world are constantly agitated by 
revolutions and disorders liable to disturb our friendly relations with 
them. Even while I speak every resource of our diplomacy, of our 
patience and forbearance, is taxed to keep the peace on the Rio Grande 
and on the Northeasterncoast. A trifling circumstance, asingle spark, 
may produce a conflagration. 

Our people are as keenly alive to the national honor and to the pro- 
tection of their commercial interests and to the individual rights of 
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American citizens wherever they may go as any other nation in the 
world. Who can tell what a day may bring forth ? 

We are therefore, sir, upon general principles justified in giving the 
executive department this discretion. But when we come to look into 
the financial policy of the administration as directed by the President 


of the United States we find it in perfect accord with the resolutions 
themselves. 
The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] has relieved me from 


setting forth the difficulties which confronted the administration at the 
outset, for he has already exhibited to the Senate all the facts and in- 
fluences that controlled the action of the administration for the first 
few months after it was installed. Coming into power after an exile 
of twenty-five years the Democratic party brought to the exalted posi- 
tion in the Cabinet men who were without experience in the responsi- 
bilitiesand duties which those ofliciai positions imposed upon them, and 
it was perfectly natural and proper that they should pause to take an 
account of things before they began to deal practically with the most 
perplexing question that can possibly arise in the administration of the 
Government, namely, the management of the public finances, for ‘* the 
fise is the State.’’ 

But we find as soon as they are able to take in hands the reins of di- 
rection the administration has been paying out for the last five months 
$10,000,000 of the public debt monthly, precisely the amount that the 
House resolution and the Senate resolution require to be paid. Are 
not Senators then who are in favor of these resolutions, who believe 
sincerely that the best disposition of the surplus public money is to pay 
the people’s debts, justified in extending some discretion to a Demo- 
cratic President when they find that the President himself has already 
adopted a policy in perfect accord with the resolutions, that he is mov- 
ing in the very direction that those who favor the payment of the public 
debt desire ? 

I understand that the acting Secretary of the Treasury made such a 
declaration before the Committee of Finance of this body. The policy 
therefore of the administration is the policy embodied in these resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Louisiana a 
question, if he will permit me. 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. The object-of this margin of $20,000,000, as I under- 
stand it, is to provide for some unforeseen contingency, some extraor- 
dinary demand for greenbacks not looked for or expected in the ordinary 
course of business transactions. I ask the Senator from Louisiana if 
there should be an extraordinary demand for greenbacks, which no one 
can anticipate or foresee, and if $100,000,000 were called for, has not the 
Secretary of the Treasury to-day the absolute right under the act of the 
14th of July, 1870, to place in the Treasury as much money as he cares 
for, by the sale of bonds, in order to meet an unforeseen and extraor- 
dinary contingency ? 

Mr. GIBSON. It is true as the Senator from Texas has observed that 
under the terms of the resumption act the Secretary of the Treasury is 
authorized to sell bonds for the purpose of maintaining the resumption 
of specie payments, but this remedy, if remedy it can be called, is to 
prolong the very difficulty from which we are now endeavoring to ex- 
tricate ourselves, because the purpose of these resolutions is to get out 
of debt, to pay the debts of the people, whereas if the Secretary should 
resort to the right under the act to which the honorable Senator from 
Texas has referred, instead of paying debts he would be making new 
ones. I think it preferable, therefore, to retain a working balance in the 
Treasury and to clothe the executive department of the Government 
with power to cease to pay our debts if the emergency should arise, 
rather than to place it in the possible alternative of creating new in- 
debtedness by the sale of bonds. 

If an emergency should arise, if the “‘ rainy day ’’ should come for 
our Government, it would be better to hold on to the money in hand, 
tosuspend payment of debts due at ouroption drawing only 3 per cent. 
interest, than to useour credit at such a crisis on a higher rate of inter- 
est. But I do not anticipate any emergency. I believe that the sur- 
plus in the Treasury with the revenues will pay off the existing debt 
even at an earlier period than is now contemplated, and that the emer- 
gency most likely to arise will be that presented by an overflowing 
Treasury in the face of debts beyond our reach. It is wisest, in my 
judgment, to make the provision we have, because it is the unexpected 
that brings trouble and disaster in human affairs. 

I have now, Mr. President, endeavored to state what the facts were 
by which we were confronted, the indebtedness of the Government which 
may be paid at its option, the surplus on hand, the revenue of the Gov- 
ernment in excess of expenditures, the scope and meaning of these res- 
olutions, the amount and limit of discretion allowed under them to the 
executive department of the Government, which department is enforc- 
ing month by month the very policy which these resolutions seek to 
execute. I have shown, I think, too, that under these circumstances 
a certain discretion should be allowed the Executive, not only a work- 
ing balance of $20,000,000 if deemed necessary, but the power to sus- 
pend the payments of the public debt in the event of any emergency 
not now foreseen. 





SES A at, SP ik oe A a = 
, er. tee, 2 ae 


es 


rey isle A ann tn tei - 


2 pate Ss - 
2 


ae 


ie ee " 


‘ 
; 
f 


ti 
is) 
I 
ek 
Mt 
NES 
+¢ 


= 


ete sey 


tant memos 


LIAO OLR ete pe tomy 





7730 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 30, 





For these reasons I 
Senate amendments. 


am disposed to vote for the resolution with the 


VALUE THE INDISPENSABLE BASIS OF A SOUND CURRENCY. 


I alluded at the outsetof my remarks to the academic discussions 
which had taken place as not properly connected with the resolutions 
themselves, for their simple and specific purpose relates to the pay- 
ment of the public debt. 

But I hope I may be pardoned if I detain the Senate a few moments 
to make some observations upon remarks which have fallen touching 
our financial system. 

It will be remarked, Mr. President, that both the Senate and House 
resolutions retain the $100,000,000 of coin in our Treasury as security 
for our currency; I may say also as the base upon which the pyramid 
of our national credit stands. 

Thisisan important triumph for those who have always insisted that 
the indispensable element in our financial system should be value, and 
the honors of it belong properly to the mover of the resolution [Mr. 
Morrtson ], who has always been an advocate of asound currency. A 
public man may gain temporary popularity who shall propose a system 
of irredeemable paper issues the temporary effect of which is often to 
create a transient prosperity and to induce the belief that men may 
enrich themselves without ente-prise, without intelligence, without 
self-denial, without frugality or sober industry, by the mere benevo- 
lence of their government; but in the long run the only way to win 
genuine public confidence is to assert the truth and to insist that the 
function of the government is not to enrich the citizen but to uphold 
justice and to protect life and property. 

The line that separates those who believe that the currency of the 
people should possess value in itself, or represent value, from those who 
believe that the value may be created by the government is a broad 
and impassable one. 

Those who insist that there should be no coin in the Treasury to re- 
deem the notesissued by the Government, thatsuch notes when stamped 
by the legends and denominations fixed upon them by the Government 
constitute a safe and sound currency, do in effect dispense entirely with 
redeemability in coin or with the value which coin expresses. 

I have heard a great deal said about the barbarism of silver and gold 
and the all-sufliciency of a paper currency issued by the Government 
in such sums as the representatives of the people may adjudge neces- 
sary to meet the wants of trade; that the credit—‘‘ the coined credit,’’ 
as the phrase goes—of the Government was the best safeguard and basis 
for the currency of the people. If one man can not by issuing his notes 
of indebtedness make himself rich, then how can an aggregation of men 
composing a nationdoit? Whocan name an instance in all human his- 
tory in which the attempt has not turned out to be a delusion, a snare, 
a cheat, a coined fraud? The Government never had a single dollar, 
and can not get a dollar without taking it out of the pockets of the 
people by taxation, nor can the people get a dollar except by earning 
it by the sweat of the brow. This is not a modern discovery, for his- 
tory teaches us many sad lessons illustrative of the readiness with which 
such expedients have been resorted to in timesof revolution, and how 
instead of bringing relief, comfort, and happiness they have ever been 
the fruitful source of ruin, distress, and disaster. 

I have never seen any statement of the theory of irredeemable paper 
money, or fiat money, so graphically and truly expressed as by the Rus- 
sian author, Possoschkow, who lived in the time of Peter the Great. 

It is in the nature of things that a doctrine that ascribes divine attri- 
butes to government should find its most illustrious exponent in a firm 
believer in the divinity ofmonarchs. ‘‘ The foreigners,’’ says Possosch- 
kow, ‘‘ estimate their money according to the quantity of the metal itcon- 
tains, and notaccording to the power of the monarch who issuesit. They 
have arateofrelative value forcopper andsilver. But wehonorourmon- 
arch as God and hold his dignity in honor and most zealously obey his 
will. On whatever thing we see the name of his Imperial Majesty, that 
thing we estimate highest. In coining money men must not do as the 
foreigners do, and consider the amount of copper, but consider only the 
will of his Imperial Majesty. We are no foreigners; it isnottheco 
that is valuable to us’; it is the name of our czar. We do not look at 
the weight of the money, but upon the inscription.’’ 

I am rejoiced to see that this notion on which the French assignats 
and mandats and other irredeemable notes were issued no longer finds 
any advocates in either House of Congress, but that there is concurrence 
in the opinion that the paper issued by the Government of the United 
States should be redeemable in coin. eee 
Alexander Hamilton when the first mint was established, and 
in his report of 1792, and approved by Washington and Jefferson. 
From that time to this no Secretary of the Treasury, no President of 
the United States, no public man who has ever the confidence 
of the people of this country, has ever attempted to place their finan- 
cial structure and credit upon any other thing than than gold 
and silver coin, something that represents capital and labor. If I could 
have my way now I would divorce the United States Government from 
all banks and banking functions. 

I would follow the example of our fathers when they established a 
mint and issued a currency. I would bring the Government back 


of the monetary unit of the United States? 


past, or 1 to 18 or 20 or 25? 
adopted, because the Constitution imposed upon the Government the 








— 


within the constitutional functions ‘‘to.coin money and regulate ¢} 


value thereof,’’ giving free coinage and full legal tender to both si!y,, 
and gold. 


That was the plan adopted at the beginning, for we jin, 
that by the first coinage act of April 2, 1792, the Government rateq 


gold and silver differently according to their relative values and 
same questions that addressed themselves to the authors of that syst 


then address themselves to us to-day: First, what ought to be the naty; 
Secondly, what propor. 
tion between gold and silver if coins of both metals be used ? , 

These questions were propounded by Mr. Hamilton while Secretary 
of the Treasury, and he answered them by adopting both gold and gjj- 
ver as our currency and established between them a relation that coy 
formed as nearly as possible to their commercial value, for their value. 
like that of all other commodities, is determined temporarily by de- 
mand and supply, permanently and on the average by the cost of jro- 
duction. 

One grain of gold was held to be the equivalent of 15 grains of si)- 
ver. Why not 1 to 11, or 12 or13 or 14, as the ratio had been in times 
These ratios were rejected and 1 to 15 was 


duty to coin money and regulate the value thereof, not attempt to cre- 
ate value, and that a just and fair regulation required that it should be 
made on their value in the open markets of the world. 

Every ounce of gold and silver represents labor and capital in certain 
distinct and unequal proportions. Whyshould agiven weight of gold 
possess a higher value than the same weight of silver? Because it is 
both more in demand and is found in different proportions and the cost 
of production is greater. For the same reasons, from the earliest times, 
it has required more of silver than of gold to purchase the same object. 
If the two metals were equally abundant and equally desired and pro- 
duced in equal quantities by like proportions of capital and labor, it 
would require an equal measure and quantity of one as of the other to 
effectanexchange. Itis value that determines the difference; and there 
would be no reasons for differing denominations of money, as one, five, 
or fifty, or five hundred dollars, unless to express and represent differ- 
ent degrees of value and of purchasing power and of capital and labor. 
‘‘Abraham weighed to Ephron the silver.’?’ The impress upon the 
silver might have been false, and so the scales were used to ascertain 
its exact weight and bullion value. ‘‘A false balance is abomination 
to the Lord, but a just weight is His delight.’’ 

This plan adopted at that time by our Government was never <e- 
parted from until the unfortunate demonetization of silver in 1873. 

The variations in the two metals were corrected from time to time 
and compensations made so that the equilibrium when disturbed might 
be restored as nearly as possible. Free coinage and full legal tender 
were the attributes of both metals. This safe rule was departed from 
in the coinage act of 1878. It was believed that the value of silver in 
the markets of the world had been affected by transient causes and that 
if the ratio were adopted that had existed before its demonetization by 
this country it would take its place when coined side by side with gold; 
but in order to prevent any disturbance in their relative values as coine! 
money, and. to preclude the disparity that existed between them in tho 
bullion markets of the world under that act, the Government was 
made a forced purchaser of so much silver bullion every month, enough 
to coin not less than two nor more than four million silver dollars, and 
the freedom of coinage was taken away from silver, while the Govern- 
ment was instructed to put forth every effort in order to unite the lea- 
ing commercial nations of Europe with us in the attempt to restore s: 
ver to free coinage and its full functions as one of the moneys of the 
world on an accepted international ratio with gold. 

The small amount of silver coined under this act, of only two mi!!- 
ions a month, has not as yet produced any disturbance in our financial 
system, for gold has been constantly and steadily accumulated. But t 
apprehensions of disturbance do exist, because it is believed that t 
discord between silver aad gold bullion will sooner or later discover it- 
self between silver and gold coin, and that the steady increase by this 
forced purchase of silver, notwithstanding its limited coinage, w: ll 
eventually cause gold to go to a premium and to disappear. 

No doubt in time, but in how many years nobody can say, this dis- 
parity may declare itself, just as it did in France when they were con- 

pelled finally, and in all the states of the Latin Union, to discontinue 
the free coinage of silver—in fact to discontinue its coinage entirely 25 
a legal-tender money 

In order to pecan oscillations between the two coins, gold and 
silver, Sees the perturbations in their bullion prices, the minister 0! 
finance of France ordered a count made on the 28th of May, 1885, and 
more than twenty thousand public officers were engaged in this count 

on that day, and with this count as a basis a very close approximat'" 
was reached of the entire amount of gold and silver coin in circulatio® 
in France. In comparing it with a similar count made in 1563 and 
1878, a very great increase of silver appeared. In 1868 the proportion 
of gold to silver in circulation was.as 97.72 to 2.28; in 1878 it was 73.9? 
to 26.45, and in 1885 it appears to be 69.33 to 30.67. Commenting 
upon this state of facts our minister, Mr. McLane, observes: 


The use of silver 5-franc pieces was well-nigh abandoned in 1865, but after the 
treaty between the Latin powers, which took effect fully in 1868, the silver c'™ 
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culation commenced to inezease especially in all the eastern and southeastern 
and southern provinces adjoining Belgium, Switzerland, and Italy, while in the 
west and center there was no change in the old proportion. It was from this 
court that I was enabled in my separate and confidential dispatch, under date 
of September Li, to inform you that a legal-tender silver coinage of about $600,- 
000,000 in value was maintained in France, but it is conceded that this result is 
mainly due to the fact that the coinage of silver was suspended not only in France 
but in the other countries whose coin is allowed to circulate in France, this sus- 
pension being complete soon after the German coinage act of 1573. 

These facts show how rapidly under free coinage silver rated at 15} 
to 1 of gold—that is, at a ratio lower than the market ratio increased 
in the currency of France, while the bullion price was steadily falling— 
and how soon in advance it became necessary, in order to prevent the 
expulsion of gold and the disparity between the two coins, to resort to 
the absolute stoppage of the coinage of silver of full legal-tender qual- 
ity and function. Our coinage of silver is restricted, though it isa full 
legal tender. How much the country can maintain at a par with gold 
is a problem that will only be solved by experience itself. We have 
already coined 235,644,286 silver dollars; while, as will be seen from 
Mr. McLane’s statement, France, having on hand about $600,000,000 
of her legal-tender silver coinage, found it necessary to stop the further 
coinage at that sum, in order to maintain its equivalency with gold 
and to preserve gold as partofitscurrency. Whocanforecastthe point 
when the equilibrium between silver and gold coin, the danger point, 
shall be reached and gold begin to disappear? ‘The aim of everybody 
should be to utilize both metals and to retain as large a proportion, the 
largest possible amount, of the coins of both metals in our currency; 
for both possess value. There is to-day no free coinage of silver in this 
country, nor in any of the leading nations of Europe, with full legal- 
tender quality. I do not mean, of course, to apply this remark to sub- 
sidiary coins that possess a debt-paying function forsmallamounts. If 
a ratio between silver and gold were adopted by the United States and 
two or three of the great powers of Europe the difficulty would be solved 
and the system would last for severai generations, which, humanly 
speaking, is an endowment of substantial permanence. 

Forone I believe it were best that the true, logical results of our present 
financial system should be disclosed as early as possible. 
gotoa premium, as some imagineand insist, rightaway; if theinevitable 
hour is to come, I would attempt by no legerdemain or finesse to post- 
pone it. The sooner we know where we stand, whether we have asafe, 
sound, stable currency or not, the sooner the remedy will be applied and 
the better for the people of this country. Let us immediately dispell 
all apprehensions by applying the fairest tests, or demonstrate thatthey 
are justified and apply the remedy demanded. The longer the period 
of disparity is postponed by mere makeshifts the more severe will be the 
shock, the greater the losses to laboring men, and the more violent and 
widespread the distruction of confidence and the reign of extreme 
fluctuation. Our financial system should derive its stability and strength 
from wise legislation, and not from the exploits of sagacious secretaries. 

The greatest curse that can afflict a people is an unstable, disordered 
currency, changing from day to day, which becomes in the hands of 
capitalists and speculators the instrument by which they are enabled 
to cause a depression or rise in prices as they may see fit, and finally to 
throw the entire burden of all the losses on the shoulders of the labor- 
ing classes. 

So long as silver is coined and stamped by the Government, even if 
its market value does not correspond with the legal value, the best policy 
is to treat it precisely as you treat gold. Neither Congress nor the Exec- 
utive nor any department of the Government should make any differ- 
ence between one money and another money. All forms of money 
should be treated alike, received under the law and paid out by the law 
alike to the bondholder and the workingman, and their interchange- 
ability should be maintained not by the Treasury but by wise laws. 

While I would have preferred, as I said a moment ago, that the Gov- 
ernment should have no connection with banks, do no banking busi- 
ness, yet we must deal with things as they are to-day as we find them, 
not as we would have them; and as the issue of paper money has entered 
into the body of this financial system and become a component part of 
it, the principles of justice require us to treat silver and the silver cer- 
tificates precisely as we do gold or United States notes. 

The main object to be accomplished now is to preserve the equiva- 
lency between all our moneys by legislative enactment affording prompt 
relief whenever the equivalency is disturbed and to bring into concur- 
rent cireulation, or as the basis of circulation, coin of both silver and 
gold. The the proportion of the actual currency in the hands of 
the people of silver and gold or of their paper equivalents, the less liable 


the medium of exchange will be to sudden fluctuations of expansion or 


contraction, and the larger will become the volume of money. 

What is the essential difference between the silver certificates and the 
United States notes? If the $100,000,000 held in the Treasury which 
was acquired by the sale of bonds for gold be maintained in gold, in 
onder to redeem the $345,000,000 of United States notes and to pre- 
serve their equivalency with gold, then there remains one gold dollar 
in the Treasury against 3.45 of paper dollars outstanding, whereas every 
silver certificate is to-day guaranteed by a silver dollar which passes 
current and possesses the purchasing power of a gold dollar, so that 
the silver certificate, as matters stand, is better secured than United 
States notes. But if you estimate the silver dollar as being worth no 
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more than its bullion value, you have then 75 cents in silver by the 
gold standard guaranteeing the payment of every dollar in every silver 
certificate outstanding. 

Upon this estimate of values, therefore, the silver certificate is backed 
by 75 per cent. of value, while the United States notes are guaranteed 
by less than 30 per cent. of value, andif it be und 
ney and 


erstood that come 
he silver and 


interchange ability of the 





eason in the world why the sil- 
ver certificate should not. be favored by banker l capitalists as well 
as by the people in their homes and workshops. I leave out of view of 
course the ability of the Government by the further sal mds, by 
increasing its debts, to maintain its paper circulation. | ak of the 
actual basis. The issue of small silver notes will be of great « 
ence and advantage. 
I do not feel that the bondholder is entitled to any particular favor 


or solicitude, nor have I any personal sympathy for bankers or specu 
lators, yet I would do them no wrong, no injustice. The son of a 
planter, and a planter myself, reared in the country, with all my kindred 
and associations connected with country life, the first test 1 apply to 
every financial question is, how will it affect the agricultural interests, 
the producing and laboring classes? A sound currency is as indispen- 
sable for their transactions, as necessary for their welfare, and the pub- 
lic credit is as dear to them as to the bondholder or the banker. 

The amounts paid to the bondholder on the interest and principal of 
the public debt are insignificant in comparison with the payments made 
to conduct the operations of the Government itself and for other ex- 
penditures authorized by law, and absolutely a mere bagatelle in com- 
parison with the sums involved in all the transactions, small and large, 
that make up the business of the people of this country (sums in the 
aggregate almost beyond computation), every one of them and 
them to be measured by a steady and sound currency, or to be unset- 
tled and confused and harassed by daily fluctuations. Inmy judgment 
the entire Federal debt does not exceed in amount the sum that would 
represent the transactions of the people of the United States for one day. 
I would therefore legislate for the whole people and not a particular 
class, for the prosperity of all embraces the welfare of each and every 
class and interest. 

Sir, Ican never forget the glorious traditions of public faith and public 
honor which Southern statesmen ever cherished from the moment they 
assumed control of our country in her infamey until, when owing to 
circumstances I will not allude to, the scepter was transferred to other 
hands, and along with it the national escutcheon without a blot upon 
it, as stainless as their own characters. 

And I believe to-day the people of the South are as willing as those 
of any other section to maintain these proud traditions and to support 
with whatever sacrifice may be necessary the credit and honor of our 
common country. They know that a sound currency is essential not 
only to the preservation of national honor but for the well-being and 
prosperity and happiness of the whole country. 

They realize how intimately blended with every transaction how- 
ever unimportant, with every enterprise however great and beneficent, 
and with every interest and aspiration of theirs, is the credit and honor 
of their federal Government. 

The people of the South believe that interest and honor are one and 
inseparable. They concur in the beautiful and profound observation 
of Junius, ‘‘ Private credit is wealth; public honor is security. The 
feather that adorns the royal bird supports his flight. Strip him of his 
plumage and you fix him to the earth.”’ 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. President, it is my purpose to submit 
some remarks upon a subject-matter not exactly akin to the pending 
proposition, but being advised by the President of the Senate that the 
remarks which I intend to submit are not out of order, I trust under the 
circumstances I shall receive the indulgence and pardon of my brother 
Senators. 

I am in favor of a rapid and faithful payment of every debt and ob- 
ligation of the Government. A proposition which I had the honor to 
submit to the Senate a few days since in my opinion constitutes one 
of the obligations or debts of the Government, and that proposition was 
in a bill which I had the honor to introduce on the 19th instant, and 
which I will not now read, being a bill to return the tax on cotton col- 
lected by the United States in the years 1865, 1866, and 1867 to the 
people of the States in which it was produced. The bill is in the fol- 
lowing words: 


' . 
ali Ol 


A bill to return the tax on cotton collected by the United States in 1865, 1366, 
1867, and 1868 from the people of certain States of the Union,to be held and 
used by said States for educational purposes. 


Whereas by virtue of the acts of Congress passed in 1862, 1866, and 1867, a tax was 
imposed and collected, to the amount of $68,072.388.99, upon raw cotton produced 
in the United States, of which amount $64,679,631.47 was collected after the final 
close of the war between the States; and 

Whereas this cotton was the special product of the labor and soil of but a small 
number of the States composing this Union; and 

Whereas the said States had then but recently emerged from the devastation 
and desolation of the said war, and at its close the great body of the people in- 
habiting the said States, white and black alike, were oppressed by the burden 
of extreme poverty, which made the said tax excessively onerous, and deprived 
them not alone of actual and necessary comforts, but also of the means of edu- 
cating the ignorant and unfor:unate of their numbers, and from the effects of 
which burden they are not yet relieved, as is manifested by the large propor- 
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tion of the population in said States who are not now able to read or write; and 

Whereas the principal result of thesaid war was the emancipation of the black 
population, and their investiture with all the rights attached to citizenship in 
the United States; and 


Whereas the right of the Government to levy and collect such atax is believed 
to bein violation of the Constitution; and 

Whereas it is believed that the return of this tax to the individuals who pro- 
duced the cotton upon which it was assessed and collected is impossible; and 

Whereas it is believed that the return of the amount of this tax to the States 
from whose people the same was collected would enable the said States to build 
and perpetuate a system of popular education, under the management and con- 
trol of the authorities of said States, whereby the ignorance alleged to exist 
therein may be removed, and that the return of said tax would, so used, repair 
in a large degree the injustice doneto the laboring men of the said States by 
whom said cotton was produced, in the fact that the education of their sons and 
daughters now and in the future would be secured: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, as hereinafter directed, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $68,072,388.99, 


to be applied as hereinafter provided tothe purposes set forth in the foregoing 
preamble. 

Seo. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause, without unnecessary delay, a statement to be made from 
the books of the Treasury Department which will show the amount of the said 
tax paid by the people of each State; upon the ascertainment of which, and re- 
port thereof to the President of the United States, the President shall notify the 
governor of each of said States of the amount so found to have been collected 
upon raw cotton produced within the State of which he is governor. 

Sec. 3. That the ascertainment having been had, and the notification contem- 
plated by section 2 of this act having been given to the governor of each of the 
States therein described, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to turn over to such officer of each of said States as may 
be properly authorized to receive the same the sum found to have been col- 
lected upon raw cotton produced in the said State, upon receipt of a duly au- 
thenticated and spgeores legal act of the Legislature of said State providing for 
the acceptance of the said money, and pledging the faith of said te that the 
said money shall be perpetually held as an educational fund, the interest upon 
which shall be applied to the education of the people of said State within the 
scholastic age prescribed by law, and in such manner as to be just to the schol- 


ars of each race. 

This is not an appropriate time in which to discuss in full the merits 
of the legislation proposed by this bill or of the great and useful re- 
sults that would, in my opinion, follow its enactment; but I deem it 
proper that I should submit to Senators the reasons that have induced 
its presentation. 

The people who will be directly benefited by its provisions are the 
people of the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Vir- 
ginia. It is in these States that the colored population of the United 
States reside in the largest numbers. They are the States which re- 
sisted the laws and Government of the Union from the years 1861 to 
1865. 

It is not either meet or proper now and here to speak of the causes 
which led to or of the heroism displayed in the conduct of that civil 
war, yet it may be said without offense and in sincere truth that when 
the pen of impartial history shall write of it without malice to any one 
that pen will attest and record that the devotion of the masses of the 
people of each section was enlisted by the earnest, honest conviction 
that the sacrifices they were making was to secure and perpetuate a 
common inheritance—constitutional liberty—the bequest of our com- 
mon fathers. 

The end of the unhappy contest came in 1865, and with it the eman- 
cipation and freedom of nearly or quite six millions of the inhabitants 
of these States who had theretofore been held as slaves. 

It is well, Mr. President, to pause here and reflect fora moment upon 
the material and physical condition of the inhabitants of these States 
at that time. Let it be remembered that the great majority of the 
white population were not landholders, nor were the blacks. Let it 
be known that the land of the landholders was covered and burdened 
with mortgages and judgments ready to be foreclosed to pay debts, and 
that the ravages of war had destroyed almost every vestige of personal 
and chattel property, so that it may be truthfully represented that 
their deep impoverishment was the sole estate of the great body of the 
inhabitants of these States. The two dark pictures of that hour were: 
First, the return of the confederate soldier to his desolate home, facing 
poverty and bereavement everywhere. Second, the black race, house- 
less, homeless, and without bread or clothing. Each race, cut off from 
any accumalated store of the past, was dependent alone upon the labor 
of the present. 

It was in this extreme hour of their need that they each alike found 
their labor confronted with the demand and payment of a tax, espe- 
cially discriminating in character, and applicable alone to the section 
of the Union inhabited by them, to wit, the cotton tax, assessed and 
collected by virtue of the acts of Congress referred to in the bill. To 
these laborers this tax was onerous and oppressive. Its payment in- 
volved the denial of bread and clothing to those dependent upon them 
as well as education to their young. 

It was then and is now believed by “the entire people of the cotton- 
growing States’’ that the law imposing a tax on raw cotton was i 
and unequal in its operations and violative of the Constitution of the 
United States. The question of its constitutionality was taken to the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of W. M. 
vs. Rolfe S. Saunders. Upon this sole issue before the Supreme Court 
of the United States there was a divided court, and so disposed of in 
February, 1871. I will not acgue this question, but will submit as an 
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appendix to my remarks the memorial presented by the Legislature of 
Georgia to the Congress of the United States at the Forty-second ses. 
sion, in which it is well and ably discussed and presented. 

Reflecting for a moment that this deep conviction prevails, and tl). 
fact that this tax was paid under the circumstances, and at the time | 
have described, it would seem to be, that inasmuch as under existing 
lave of the United States the question of the constitutionality of this 
tax can not now be brought before the courts of the country, that it js 
peculiarily proper that the Congress of the United States shall consider 
the wisdom, propriety, and justice of itsreturninsome mode or manner 
to the people who paid it. 

But inasmuch, Mr. President, as it is now impossible to ascertain 
through all the difficulties and costs and expenses that may be supposed 
to intervene, who is justly entitled, in his individual capacity and right 
to its return. The principal difficulty arrising from the fact, that it 
was the ‘‘middleman”’ who received the receipt for the tax, and not 
the laborer who in truth paidit. And the justice of its return being 


conceded, it should be put into some trust relation wherein either he 


who was so entitled or those ‘‘who were dependent upon his bounty ”’ 
may receive the benefit thereof; and hence it isthat I have in the bil! 
referred to proposed that it should be paid over to the States in which 
it was collected, to be by said States held as a perpetual educational 
fund, to the end and with the trust that the descendants of these la- 
borers now and in all time to come shall derive a benefit therefrom. 

For the purpose of showing the amount of this tax received by the 
Government I quote from Executive Document No. 181, Forty-second 
Congress, third session, as follows: 


According to the returns made to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
there were collected on cotton the following amounts, to wit: 





For the fiscal year ended June 30, 1863.......... $351,311 48 
For the fiscal year ended June 30, 1864... 1, 268, 412 56 
For the fiseal year ended June 30, 1865... esos 1,772,983 48 
For the fiscal year ended Jume 30, 1866...0........0..cccccse-ceeeeeeeseeeeereeeee 18, 409, 654 90 
For the fiscal year ended June 30, 1967...00............ccecceecessrecseeceseeseeeee 23,769,078 80 
For the fiscal year ended June 30, 1868.............ccccccsccccsssccseceses seceeees 22,500,947 77 

Making a total sum of.......... senbigtagstcneceimmanencupeanpiemeumaprenen 68, 072, 388 99 


Mr. President, the difficulties which environed the reorganization of 
the political, social, and economic relations of the people of these States 
at the close of the war will never be fully comprehended. There ex- 
isted much to encourage and promote discord and disorder. Want is 
alike the parent of good and evil. It existed everywhere, and dwelt 
with all classes in these States. The colored population, in the condi- 
tion that I have described, were elevated into new relations by their 
emancipation. What wonder that in the struggles for the necessities 
of life there should be in the fieldsof Jabor conflicts between the races? 
What wonder should there be that the white race, more or less pro- 
scribed, should be jealous of those whom so recently they knew as 
slaves, and that in the midst of such a state of things that there ex- 
isted bad influences to give encouragement to the worst passions of both 
races? 

Mr. President, the world will never realize the statesmanship and 
wisdom of the conservative leaders of the white race of the South during 
this period of social and economic reconstruction. The forces that were 
put to work were silent and unobserved forces. They grappled witha 
state of affairs and a condition of political surroundings which never 
before in the history of mankind confronted the intellect, the passions, 
and prejudices of man. That order, respect for the law, progress, and 
wealth should be brought, and so rapidly brought out of this, is a re- 
sult which challenges the admiration of the good and just of every 
land 


It is frank and just, Mr. President, to say that these leaders were 
enabled to accomplish this result by the fact that the masses of bot 
races, black and white alike, were conservative, ceful, and indus- 
trious. It was only the limited few of each race that were vicious and 
wickedly inclined. May I, as a son of this section, without being ac- 
cused of sectional pride, point to the practical evidences of what I claim 
to be the result of the statesmanship of the leaders of thought in tlic 
Southern States? Compare for a moment the evidences of increased 
wealth in farm products, in manufactures, in mining, in the building 
of railroads, and in the increase of educational institutions and funds 
for educational p now existing as contrasted with the distress 
and poverty of 1865. I exhibit herewith an estimate based upon sta- 
tistical information derived from the American Almanac, of whiat are 
the value of the annual product of these States at the present time. !' 
is as follows: 


Estimate of the value of the annual products of the States of Alabama, 4" 
kansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, 50! 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia. 

Wheat and C008 «. ...cccsocccvessscencocsscoscsessesccsousen soccneee 0+ seveensesoeceevese seve $126, 300, 000 

Cotton . 250, 000, 000 

. 219,700, 000 

20, 000, 000 






———- 
640. 000, 000 
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Other products, mines, I  , 160, 000, 000 


— 
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And I also exhibit the following: 


Education expenditures of Southern States, taken from American Almanac. 





» 955, 470 
ee 1,321,537 
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Now, Mr. President, I submit for the consideration of Senators from 
all sections of the Union that it is a fact that out of the $800,000, 000, 
the value of the annual products of these States, over one-half of that 
sum goes out annually to purchase from the world supplies that are not 
produced in their midst. I submit for your reflection that the people 
who inhabit this great empire of wealth are the customers of the North- 
ern and Western States of this Union, and they obtain principally that 
which they require in exchange for their own products in the way of 
supplies from the States lying north of them, and these are first the 
great States of Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana. 

I submit again for your reflection that it is to the interest of these 
States to do all that which may be constitutionally and rightfully done 
to contribute to the increasing wealth and prosperity of these States, 
the people of which, it is seen, are their best customers. 

And finally, Mr. President, I suumit that with due regard to the 
Constitution and lawfully in a spirit of justice, they may aid in return- 
ing to the people of the States that paid it the tax which was taken 
from them at a time when it was exceedingly oppressive. And in con- 
nection with this idea of the justice of its return I submit the further 
thought that inasmuch as it is alleged that in these States a large 
amount of ignorance prevails, and inasmuch as by act of the General 
Government the colored race have been invested with all the rights 
and privileges of citizenship, that it is alike an act of justice and duty 
to them that this tax should be returned and held for the purpose in- 
dicated in the bill. - 

With this sum of money so returned to these States. their educational 
institutions will become established and permanent in their usefulness, 
and self-reliant, their sons and daughters will move forward with rapid 
and progressive step in the development of the great uatural riches of 
the soil and of the mines which Providence hath given unto them, espe- 
cially if the finances of this country are upon a sound basis. 


APPENDIX. 
LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF GEORGIA. 
[Memorial to the Congress of the United States. } 

By the foregoing preamble and resolutions the undersigned are appointed a 
joint committee, in behalf of the State of Georgia, to memorialize the Congress 
of the United States to provide by law for refunding the tax on raw cotton, paid 
by the of the cotton-producing States on raw cotton under the revenue 
laws and ury regulations of the United States. As the tax paid prior to 
the 13th and 24th of June, 1865, may be held to be justified by the exigencies of 
the then pending war between the States, your memorialists ask only the re- 
funding of the moneys collected as a tax on raw cotton subsequent to that time, 
that being the time when, by the proclamations of the President, all restrictions 
on trade, throughout the several States of the Union, were removed. 

It has never n the practice, as it is not the policy of this or any other gov- 
ernment in time of peace, to impose excises upon the raw products of the soil. 
Agriesnuee is the source and foundation of all national p rity and power. 
It is the support of commerce, manufactures, and the arts, in all their diversified 
and multiform departments. When it languishes national wealth wanes, and 
all industriesand enterprisesare paralyzed. Hence, wise statesmanship fosters 
and encourages, rather than loads it with burdens. These areelementary max- 
ims of political economy, and always applicable to the condition of nations, es- 
pecially in time of How important their recognition in reference toa 
people who, like those of the een States, at the close of the late war, 
were overwhelmed and impoverished, t lands and homes desolated, their 
productive capital sunk, their labor system subverted and destroyed, by the vic- 
torious march of conquering armies. But, in the face of misfortunes and calami- 
ties like these, even after the proclamationsof the President of the United States 
of the 13th and 24th of June, 1865, restoring trade to its wonted channels—thus 
announcing the return of peace—the cotton-tax law was enforced, until itdrained 
the people of the South of not less than sixty millions of treasure. In view of 
the Se eet political economy, to which we have referred, and 
the ruined tion of the cotton-growing States at the close of the war, your 
memorialists submit that the measure which we ask appeals, with an urgency 
stronger than the language of petitions, to the piaemnenieninay and generosity of 


But, in discharging the duty assigned us by the General Assembly of Georgia, 
your memorialists may not acquit themselves by a mere appeal to the liberality 
of If the claim we urge be not founded upon the principles of imi- 

equality, and constitutional ob ion, it is but frank to say that 
we no favorable recognizing the truth that 


response. 
pares from mere , to dispense even to the distressed 
by drawing upon Federal , they would submit in silence to the 


poy ba which —_ laid upon their staple agricultural product. 


we hazard nothing in saying, that the convic- 
tion pervades the entire people of the cotton-growing States that the law im- 


of 
a@ tax on raw cotton was and ual in its tions, and vi 
Ete the Sonalation tthe Urued acca ns" “Peron and vie 


as to discuss elaborately the inequality and unconstitutionality of 


submit afew brief illustrations. 

First. Was the tax and unequal? In reply to this question, it is suffi- 
cient to remind your body that the act, under which it was laid, im- 
posed a tax upon no other product in its raw state. Ali grain 
crops—peas, barley, oats, wheat, and wool—from which an immense 
annual revenue have realized, were left free from taxation, while 
Taw cotton was with an excise of not less that 12 per cent. ad valorem, 





How is it possible to escape the conviction of the partiality and inequality of 
such alaw? Itsonerousness was crushing. The revenue from this source was 
enormous in amount, while it is conceded by all intelligent merchants and cot- 
ton-planters that it fell exclusively upon the producer, instead of the consumer. 

Another illustration of its partiality and inequality is found in the fact that 
cotton is produced only in eleven States of the Union. In al! the others it is 
absolutely prohibited by climatic laws. Hence it was emphatically a local tax. 
It is true the language of the act imposes the tax upon “‘all cotton produced 
within the United States; ’’ thus attempting to give it general application to all 
the States; but words can not change facts. Although this phraseology would 
seem to make the law universal in its operation allover the Union, yet the facts 
remain unquestionable, that from the laws of soil and climate it was impossible 
for it to affect any but the cotton-growing States. 

Second. Was it unconstitutional? It is respectfully submitted that a tax 
which is partial and unequal is necessarily unconstitutional. For impartial.ty 
and equality,in all measures of Congressional legislation, constitute the very 
soul and spirit of the Constitution. It is manifested in all those clauses which 
recognize the equality of the citizens of the United States. For example: the 
Constitution declares that ‘‘ no title of nobility shall be granted by the United 
States,” and that “‘no State * * * shall grant any title of nobility.” (Ar- 
ticle I, section 9.) Thus both the Generaland State governments are prohibited 
from destroying the equality of citizens. And it may be added that this equality 
is fully recognized in the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments, which, though 
adopted since the passage of the law under consideration, furnishes strong evi- 
dence of the deep conviction that such was the spirit of the Constitution, even 
without them. 

Nor is the Constitution less explicit as to the equality of the States. Itdeclares 
that * The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the Legislature thereof’ (Article I, section 3); that ‘All 
duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States” 
(Article I, section 8); that **Ne preference shall be given by any regulation of 
commerce or revenue to the ports of one State over those of another’ (Article 
I, section 9, clause 6); that ‘“‘ Full faith and credit shall be given in each State to 
the public acts, records, and judicial proceedings of every other State”’ (Article 
IV, section 1); that “‘The United States shall guarantee to every State in the 
Unionarepublican form of government’’(Article LV, section 4); that * No State, 
without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate”’ (Article 
V). Hence, the citizens and States of the Union being equal, they are entitled 
by the Constitution to be treated as equals in all measures of Federal legislation. 
Acts that are partial in their operation; that impose burdens ona portion of the 
citizens or States to the exemption of others, are contrary to the very soul and 
spirit of the Constitution. It enjoins upon the legislative department, indeed 
upon every department of the government, strict justice, impartiality, and equal- 
ity, in every act or measure that affects the citizens or States of the Union. 
Then, how stands this enormous tax on raw cotton tested by this high standard 
of constitutional rectitude; a tax that bears upon the cotton-grower to the ex- 
clusion of the producer of every other raw product of agriculture ; a tax that 
loads with crushing excises the staple article of eleven States, and excuses from 
tribute the unmanufactured products of all the other States of the Union? 

It is, however, not alone from the spirit of the Constitution that the invalidity 
of the cotton tax is deduced. It is contrary to its letter. The Constitution rec- 
ognizes but two kinds of tax, direct and indirect. Indeed, no other kinds are 
known to political economy. A direct tax can not be laid, except by the rule 
of apportionment, based on representative population (vide Article I, section 9, 
clause 4). The cotton tax was not intended by Congress to fall under this pro- 
vision of the Constitution. For the terms of the act laying the tax make no pre- 
tension; it contains nothing that even looks toapportionment among the States 
according to Federal representation. Nor was it intended as a ‘tax on articles 
exported from any State.’’ For such a tax would have been palpably uncon- 
stitutional (vide Article I, section 9, clause 5). It in terms prohibits such a tax. 

It must, therefore, have becnan indirect tar—an “ excise’’—and can be justi- 
fied, if atall, under that provision of the Constitution which authorizes Con- 
gress “ to levy and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises.” (Article 1, sec- 
tion 9,clause 4.) But the latter part of the same clause requires that “all duties, 
imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States.” Now, 
having shown that the cotton tax was partial and unequal, it would seem to 
follow as a@ logical sequence that it was not * uniform throughout the United 
States. 

But your memorialists are not content to leave the question here. Its im- 
portance demands further consideration. The words “uniform throughout 
the United States”’ by their very statement define what is meant by “ uniform.” 
It is too plain to need explanation. It evidently means that all taxes not “ di- 
rect,’’ whether they be ** duties, imposts, or excises,’’ shall falljustly, impartially, 
and equally upon all the citizens and States of the Union... It is doubtful, to 
say the least, whether the rule of uniformity can be complied with, except upon 
the ad valorem principle, that is, by taxation upon property according to its 
value. How can a tax be said to be uniform which is levied specifically upon 
a single article of agricultural production, in its raw state, to the exclusion of 
all others in a similar state? How can a tax be “uniform throughout the 
United States”’ which is laid upon an article that is produced in only eleven 
States of the Union? 

Suppose Congress should levy a tax on all ice gathered within the United 
States, what would our brethren of Massachusetts say? If a tax should be laid 
on all white-pine lumber sawed in the United States, what would the State of 
Maine think of its uniformity? The Constitution empowers Congress to estab- 
lish “ uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the U ited States.” 
It is but reasonable to suppose that uniform in this place means the same thing 
that uniform does in the taxing clause. Now, suppose Congress should pass a 
bankrupt law which should exempt in favor of the debtor all cotton grown by 
him for the twelve months next preceding his applications for its benefit, would 
that be uniform throughout the United States? What would those States say 
in which no cotton is produced? Would it not bea discrimination against them 
and in favor of the cotton-growing States? 

But the Supreme Court of the United States has settled the signification of the 
term “ uniform.” 

The Constitution of Wisconsin provides that— 

“The rule of taxation shall be uniform, and taxes shall be levid upon such 
property as the Legislature shall prescribe. The constitution of the State re- 
quires, as a rule, in levying taxes, that the valuation must be uniform, and in all 
cases alike or equal, operating alike upon all the taxable property throughout 
the territorial limits of the State or municipality within which the tax is to he 
raised; and when the Legislature prescribed a different rule the act is a depart- 
ure from the constitution, and therefore void. The constitution has fixed one 
unbending and uniform rule of taxation for the State, and property can not be 
classed and taxed by different rules. The provision of the constitution that 
taxes shall be levied upon such property as the Legislature shall prescribe does 
not sanction a discrimination which provides for taxing a particular kind of 
property for the support of government from that by which other property is 
taxed, for when the kind of property is prescribed the rule of taxation must be 
uniform. All kinds of property must be taxed uniformly, or be absolutely ex- 
empt.” (Gilman ts. City of Sheboygan,2 Black, 510.) 

This case came from the Supreme Court of the United States upon the follow- 
ing state of facts: The Legislature of Wisconsin passed an act authorizing the 
city of Sheboygan to levy a tax on all the real estate within the corporate limits, 
to aid the building of railroads leading to the city, A bill was filed to enjoin 
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the city from levying the tax, upon the ground that real estate alone was not a 
uniform tax within the meaning of the constitution of Wisconsin, already quoted, 
and that, therefore, the act of the Legislature was unconstitutional. 

The constitution of Wisconsin requires the rule of taxation to be uniform, and 
this means, according to the facts and decision in this case, that all kinds of 
property must be taxed alike, equally with other taxable property, and coexten- 
sive with the territory to which it applies; and that a tax for a special purpose 
upon the city of Sheboygan, and levied exclusively upon real property, was a 


discrimination in favor of personal property, in conflict with the constitution of 
the State, 


The constitution of Ohio contains a similar provision. In Gilman vs. City of 
Sheboygan (before referred to), the Supreme Court of the United States adopt, 
with strong approbation, the decision of the supreme court of Wisconsin in the 
case of Attorney-General vs. The Winnebago Lake and Fox River Plank Road 
Company (2 Wisconsin Reports, 42), which quotes and approves (and the Supreme 
Court of the United States indorses the approval) The Exchange Bank of Co- 
lumbus vs, Hines (3 Ohio State Reports). In this case the supreme courtof Ohio 
says (as quoted in 2 Black): “ lpn is required to be bya uniformrule. * * * 
Uniformity, in taxing, implies equality in the burden of taxation. * * * But 
this is notall. The uniformity must be coextensive with the territory to which 
itapplies. * * * Butthe uniformity of the rule required by the constitution 
does not stop here. It must extend to all prope su to taxation, so that 
all property may be taxed alike—equally—which is taxing by a uniform rule.” 
‘The Supreme Court of the United States adds: 

‘‘ We forbear to examine the soundness of the conclusions of the supreme court 
of Wisconsin. They need no support at our hands. We could add nothing to 
what they have so well said,in vindication of their views. Such a decision 


vee incumber this opinion, without throwing any new light upon the sub- 
ect,”’ 


In the light of these authorities your memorialists are unable to perceive how 
itcan be insisted that the cotton tax was“ uniform throughout the United States.” 
For it is destitute of every element of uniformity so particularly enumerated 
by the supreme court of Ohio,and which is so emphatically indorsed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in their unqualified approval of the decision 
of the supreme court of Wisconsin. 


_ Without further argument your memorialists submit the subject to the en- 
lightened judgment of Congress. 
BE. F. HOGE 


W. L. HILLYER, 
W. P. JOHNSON, 
For House of Representatives. 


GEORGE HILLYER, 
W. L. CLARK, 
For the Senate. 


Mr. CALL addressed the Senate. [See Appendix. ] 
RETURN OF A HOUSE BILL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
request from the House of Representatives : 
In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 30, 1886. 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the return to the 


Senate to 
House the joint resolution (H. Res 295) Se public building authorized 
by act of Congress approved June 30. at Savannah, Ga., to be located not 


less than 40 feet from any other building, instead of 50 feet, as provided in said 
act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the joint 
resolution will be returned to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BROWN. I should like to have the joint resolution read. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House has requested the return 
of the joint resolution. It is usual to grant that request. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the Kanawha and Ohio Rail- 
road Company the right to lay its track through United States lock 
and dam property in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Vir- 
ginia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House of Representatives were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee; and 

A bill (H. R. 1143) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the Somerville Grand Army of the Republic, of Somerville, Mass., four 
condemned gun-carriages, to be used for monumental purposes. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 4476) for the relief of Alexander Worrall; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 82) for the relief of Luther F. Warder. 

The bill (H. R. 2086) for the relief of Francis M. Bell was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William J. Owings was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 9371) for the completion of a public building at 
Santa Fé, N. Mex., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Puablie Buildings and Grounds. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 29th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 
= act (8. 453) for the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, 


a.; 
An act (S. 236) to authorize the Belli Bay Railway and Nav- 


igation Company to build certain bridges in the Territory of Washing- 
ton; 
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An act (S. 901) to grant the Astoria and Winnemucca Railroad Com. 
pany the right to construct bridges over navigable water courses; 

An act (S. 1937) authorizing the city of Salem to construct a bridge 
across the Willamette River, in the State of Oregon; 

An act (S. 2115) granting to the Oregonian Railway Bridge Company 
of Oregon the right to construct a bridge over the Willamette hive: 
in the vicinity of Ray’s Landing, Oregon; and 

An act (S. 2800) to authorize the constraction of bridges across the 
Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers by the Ohio Valley Railway Com. 
pany. 

LAKE CHAMPLAIN BRIDGE—VETO MESSAGE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow? 


message from the President of the United States; which was read, or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 63, entitled, “An act to authorize the 
construction of a highway bridge across that part of the waters of Lake Cham. 


plain lying between the towns of North Hero and Alburg, in the State of Ver- 
mont. 


On the 20th day of June, 1834, a bill was approved and became a law havin: 
the same title and containing precisely the same provisions and in the exact 
words of the bill herewith returned. 

The records of the War Department indicate that nothing has been done to- 
ward building the bridge pernitted by such prior act; it is hardly possible that 
the bill now before me is intenc'ed to authorize an additional bridge between 
the two towns named, and I havw been unable to discOver any excuse or neces- 
sity for new legislation on the subiect. 

conclude, therefore, t! Congress in passing this bill acted in ignorance of 
the fact tee a law providing for its objects and purposes was already on the 
statute- 


My approval of the bill is withheld for this reason and in order to prevent 
unnecessary and confusing multiplicity of laws. 
GROVER CLEVELAND 


EXEcUTIVE MANSION, July 30, 1886. 


SEIZURE OF AMERICAN VESSELS IN FOREIGN WATERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read. 
To the Senute of the United States: 


In further se to the Senate resolutions of the the 10th of May and 10th of 
July, 1836, tou ing the seizure and detention of American vessels in Canadian 
waters, I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State dated the 291): 
instant accompanied by a report from the consul-general at Halifax relative to 


the subject. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcUuTIvVE Mansion, Washinglon, July 30, 1836. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Imove thatthe message and accompanying papers 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the conside1a- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury on the public debt. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported from the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend that amendment, in line 21, after 
the word ‘‘ and,”’ by inserting ‘‘ whenever;’’ in line 23, by striking out 
the words “‘ Secretary of the Treasury’’ and inserting the word ‘‘ }’re='- 
dent;”’ and in line 24, after the word ‘‘order,’’ by inserting the words 
‘* direct the Secretary of the Treasury to;’’ so that the amendment w'!! 
read, after providing for this working balance of not exceeding }.\),- 
000,000, as follows: 

And whenever— 

Which looks to the future— 


in the case of any Seeeeneny ceomeney, and when, because thereof, in the 
opinion of the President a ‘ic interests shali require it, he may, by wrilte. 
order, direct the 


. to suspend the further ca!) for tice 
payment of such indebt for such period of time as shall be necessary 
main paired. 


tain the public credit unim 
The object of my making that motion is to put that clause in har- 
i ion of Congress. When anything 
that Congress thi it necessary to provide to be done is to be su- 
pended or withheld for the time being under any circumstances, tha! 
grave responsibility of really suspending the execution of the law 's 
in the Chief Magistrate, who takes his own responsibility at a 
time when he thinks the public good requires it, and directs his su'or- 
dinate to suspend. That I believe has been the universal course of |v 
i ic act in the course of business that 
law requires to go on is to be s for the time being, it is to 
e by the authority of the President of the United States alove. 
Secretary of the Treasury is only an officer of the law. He may 
at any time, and at this present moment the Secretary °! 
is unhappily disabled from illness; and who will be t!< 
Secretary of the Treasury if the present Secretary slo’ 
unable to resume his duties nobody knows. 
clear therefore in acting upon this business, and in ail °! 
object the House resolution has in view, of reducing th's 
just as fast as it can be reduced with safety, that he who 1s the 
executor of this law is not to have reposed in him the power of suspen(- 
ing its execution, but that another, a superior, and a different pow’, 
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shall be bronght into play for the suspension of the execution of this | 

WY. 

’ That is all I wish to say on that particuler amendment. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment | 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 21, after the word ‘‘and,”’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the word ‘‘ whenever;’’ in line 23 to strike out the words 
**Secretary of the Treasury ’’ and insert “‘ President; ’’ and in line 24, 
after the word ‘‘order,’’ to insert ‘‘direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to;’’ so as to read: 


And whenever in the case of any extraordinary emergency, and when, because 
thereof, in the opinion of the President the public interests shall require it, he 
may, by written order, direct the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend the fur- 
ther eall for the payment of such indebtedness for such period of time as shall 
be necessary to maintain the public credit unimpaired. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont, 
inasmuch asthe Secretary of the Treasury is an officer of the Govern- 
ment under a special statute required to report to Congress, if there is 
any particular reason why this power should not be conferred on the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and would it not be in one sense unusual to 
confer this power on the Executive? Is there any especial reason why 
this should be changed ? 

I will further say that the matter was discussed by the Committee 
on Finance, and I think it was the opinion of the committee that it 
was proper and necessary to leave the power with the Secretary of the 
Treasury for the reason that he is obliged to report to Congress. We 
deal directly with him. This is a power which should be conferred on 
him. In the discharge of his duties he is required to report to Con- 
gress everything as to the condition of the affairs of his Department. 
Why the necessity of injecting the Executive in the place which prop- 
erly belongs to the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no necessity of injecting the President 
into a duty that properly belongs to the Secretary of the Treasury. I 
agree to the proposition absolutely, but this duty of suspending the 
execution of the laws does not belong to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
It should very rarely belong to the President of the United States, but 
on some occasions in many, taking the history of the Government all 
together, it has been found necessary to vest in the supreme executive 
authority the power in emergencies of suspending the execution of a 
law or a policy of Congress, and it has never been vested in any sub- 
ordinate officer—and it never ought to be, for the sake of the subordi- 
nate officer himself, to state no other and wider and better reasons. 
The man who is to execute the command of the law in his own partic- 
ular office ought never to be authorized, on his own judgment, to sus- 
pend that execution; but some other officer as a check ought to be 
vested with that authority, if there is to be any authority to suspend 
atall. That seems to me to be the clear policy of all governments of 
law, and it has been in this country. 

My friend from New Jersey says that the Secretary of the Treasury 
is bound to report toCongress. Soheis. The law is very positive on 
that subject, so very positive that it has been thought by some that he 
has been somewhat neglectful of his duty in not reporting some things 
to Congress that he ought to have done at some times; but there he is, 

to Congress; this does not change that; he reports either that 

the will of Congress has been carried out and that ten millions a month 
have been paid out on the public debt, or that an extraordinary emer- 
gency, in the opinion of the President, having arisen, the President of 
the United States, on his responsibility as the representative of the peo- 
ple in one great t, embracing the Treasury and ali the other 
executive branches of the Government, has exerted that power and di- 
rected him to s , and he accordingly has suspended for so many 
months, and that later on he has begun again, the order of the President 
not being renewed or continued, to go on as before. The logic of the 
thing, the propriety of the thing, and the safety of the thing, as it ap- 
pears to me, are very largely involved in leaving this responsibility of 
the execution of this provision in the Chief Magistrate and 


The PRESTD } 
The P. ENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment by theSenator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] 
to the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

_Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment by striking out, in 
line 26, the words ‘‘maintaining the public credit unimpaired”? and 
insert ‘accumulate additional funds for the payment of the outstand- 
——— of the Government. ’’ 

do not want to have such a performance as Mr. Jordan’s last sum- 
mer, which was widely advertised as the premonition of coming disas- 
ter to the Government of the United States. That may be one of the 
things in contemplation in using this phase about maintaining the pub- 


of money to meet the outstanding obligations of the Government. I 
do not want any more of a tirade about silver, and the fear that some- 
body who is unfortunate enough to hold a couple of bonds or a Gov- 


ernment note of some kind shall have to take that which the Senator 
from Vermont said the other day he was under the law obliged to take 
if the Government offered it. My purpose is to limit the discretion of 
the President to that question of whether there is enough money in the 
Treasury or not to meet the obligations which the Treasury may be 
called on to pay, and not some other thing, the character of which I 
have described. I do not want the Treasury to engage in banking, and 
to be scanning the horizon on account of the New York clearing-house, 
or some other clearing-house, and the relations which they assume that 
they occupy to the business world, and have the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury get into the same category. He issimply the financial agent of the 
Government for the purpose of paying out money which Congress ap- 
propriates to be paid. In my judgment, he has no business to be a 
member of the New York clearing-house, orto be taking account of what 
their desires or wishes are in regard to the manner in which the Gov- 
ernment shall pay its debts. His business is to carry out the law, pay 
what the law provides, and in the timecommanded. Beyond that he 
should not go. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let the amendment be stated. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill modify it at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Iowa by saying ‘‘outstanding and aceruing.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Intheamendment ofthe Committee on Finanee, 
line 26, after the word ‘‘to,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ maintain 
the public credit unimpaired,’ and insert ‘‘accumulate additional 
funds for the payment of the outstanding and accruing obligations of 
the Government.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COKE. I propose the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of the amendment of the Committee on Finance: 

Provided, That such suspension and the reasons therefor shall be reported to 
Congress within ten days after its next meeting, or immediately if Congress 
shall be in session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would suggest to the Senator from Texas that that 
be amended by saying the reasons shall be set forth in the order and 
reported to Congress, so that when the order is issued, being a public 
matter, the public may know as well as Congress at a subsequent period 
what the reasons are why the public debt of the United States should 
not be paid out of the money which is raised by taxation from the 
people. 

Mr. COKE. I accept the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CHACE. I would like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Kansas wil] please 
reduce to writing his proposition. 

Mr. CHACE. Isimply want to ask the Senator from Texas if this 
is not a most extraordinary spectacle, that a Senator who urged so stren- 
uously a few months ago against asking the Executive for his reasons 
for a public act now attempts to require of him to give his reasons, not 
to Congress, but to the public or to a subordinate officer for a certain 
act. 

Mr.COKE. Icould nothear the observation of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and therefore am not able to give any response. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read as modified. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment to the amendment aS modi- 
fied reads: 


Provided, That such order shall state the reasons therefor, and shal! be re- 
ported to Congress within ten days after its next meeting or immediately, if 
Congress shall be in session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas as modified to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that there can be no vaiid objection 
to the amendment. The President will not want any hugger-mugyery 
about this business. It is public business which concerns the great 
body of the people of the United States and not a little handful of peo- 
ple to whom he may have listened for reasons. Certainly in a matter 
of this great moment we should know the reasons for action in this 
business. Otherwise, why not turn the Treasury over absolutely to the 
President, and tell him to run it until his term expires and then turn 
it over to his successor, and so on? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave for oneno objection tothe amendment ofthe 
Senator from Texas as he at first offered it; but to direct the President 
of the United States, when some sudden emergency comes to his notice 
that compels him to act with promptness, to stop in giving his order 
to the Secretary of the Treasury and set out in writing in that order 
for him to hold up all the grounds and considerations that lead him to 
conclude it to be best, I think is almost an insult to the President of 
the United States. To the other part of it I have no objection, and I 
move to amend the amendment of the Senator from Texas by striking 
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out that clause which requires the reasons for the order to the Secretary 
to be inserted in the order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that that 
amendment would be in the third degree. 

Mr. COKE. I withdraw the modification. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well, let the vote be taken on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas as originally offered by him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the original 
amendment as offered by the Senator from Texas to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance as amended. 

Mr. SEWELL. On the 8th of December the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. MircH ELL] introduced a bill for the retirement of the trade- 
dollar and its exchange in the standard dollar. That bill was referred 
to the Committee on Finance and has not yet been reported. I take 
this opportrnity to offer it as an amendment to the pending measure 
as an additional section. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the amendment of the committee be acted on 
first. 

Mr. SEWELL. 
tee is acted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance as amended. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In my opinion there is no necessity for author- 
izing the President or the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend any law 
of Congress in reference to this subject. We have a reserve of $100,- 
000,000. There has been a good deal of talk of this resolution being a 
vote of want of confidence in the Secretary of the Treasury or in the 
President of the United States. I do not share in any want of confi- 
dence in those gentlemen. J am perfectly willing to give to them the 
discretion in case of an emergency to draw for such period of time as 
they may deem necessary upon the reserve fund of $100,000,000. 

I propose to offer an amendment to the amendment of the committee, 
if it is inorder, to strike out after the word ‘‘nay,’’ inline 24, the words 
“‘by written order direct the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend the 
further call for the payment of such indebtedness’’ and insert ‘‘ use 
so much of the reserve;’’ so as to read: 

He may use so much of the reserve for such period of time as shall be neces- 
sary to maintain the public credit unimpaired. 

There can be no danger in leaving this power in the hands of the Sec- 
retary or of the President. They will not use it unless it becomes ab- 
solutely necessary to draw on the reserve for a short period of time in 
small amounts. Thus we can avoid any suspension of the law what- 
ever, and the call for bonds may still go on. 

In my opinion there is no necessity for keeping in the Treasury one 
hundred millions of money to meet any call that may be made for the 
redemption of the Treasury notes. We all know, we havethe informa- 
tion, that for the last several years there has not been more than $20,- 
000,000 of those notes returned to the Treasury for redemption; yet we 
are keeping commonly there $100,000,000, or thereabouts, for the pur- 
pose of meeting this possible contingency. There can be no necessity 
tor it. 

I am perfectly willing to give to the Secretary of the Treasury or to 
the President, if this amendment shall be adopted, the full authority 
if the exigency arises when it becomes necessary to draw from the re- 
serve in order to maintain the public credit. I am willing to invest 
him with that discretion. 

I do not believe that there is any very great difference between the 
House resolution and the resolution as amended by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance. The only difference is a difference of about $20,- 
000,000. I think the House resolution is ample, and too much. The 
fact is that we complained of the former administration about keepi 
so much money in the public Treasury, drawing it by taxation fro 
the people of the oe and putting it in the public Treasury and 
having it lie there. Tirs® and again on this side of the Senate Cham- 
ber there were denunciations of the course of the administration of Pres- 
ident Arthur and others for keeping such a large amount of money in 
the public Treasury; and if I understood any position of the Demo- 
cratic party it was that when we came into power, if we should come 
into power, we would correct what we were calling an evil on the part 
of the Republican administration of the Government. 

I acted honestly in that matter.. I believed there was too much kept 
in the public Treasury. I believe now that $100,000,000 is more than 
need be kept in the public Treasury, and I would vote myself to reduce 
the reserve to $50,000,000; and I have no doubt, sir, that if you were 
in the office of Secretary of the Treasury, as you once were, with 
that reserve you could maintain the public credit; and I have no doubt 
that Mr. Manning or Mr. Fairchild, with a reserve of that amount, 
would be able to maintain the public credit and meet any exigency 
that might come upon the Government. 

Therefore if I had the power I would reduce the reserve to ~,. 

at $100,- 


I withdraw it until the amendment of the commit- 


000, instead of having it $100,000,000; but if it is to remain 
000,000, then I propose, if it is in order, to give to the Secretary of the 
Treasury the power, in case of an exigency arising which may require 
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him to do so, to draw upon that reserve temporarily to meet any exi- 
gency which may arise. I do not know whether my amendment is 
now in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isin order. The amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. In line 24 of the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance, after the word ‘‘ may,’’ it is proposed to strike out all down 
to and including the word ‘‘indebtedness,’’ in line 25, as follows: 

By written order direct the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend the further 
call for the payment of such indebtedness. - 

And insert in lieu thereof the words: 

Use so much of the reserve. 

So as to read: 

And whenever, in the case of ~~ extraordinary emergency,and when, be. 
cause thereof, in the opinion of the President, the public interests shal! require 
it, he may use so much of the reserve for such period of time as shall be neces- 
sary to maintain the public credit unimpaired. 

Mr. MAXEY. The difference between the resolution of the House 
and the amendment of the Senate Committee on Finance may be em- 
braced in a very small compass. It is simply a question, shall the 
Secretary of the Treasury be required to pay out all the surplus over 
and above $100,000,000, whatever may be the character of the money ? 
That is the whole of it. 

It is insisted that the $100,000,000 is too small areserve. I can not 
see that. The act of the 14th of January, 1875, which required the 
resumption of specie payments, authorized the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to use bonds issued under and by virtue of the act of July 14, 
1870, in order to raise money to pay the greenbacks when presented. 
The acts of January, 1875, and of July, 1870, are in full force. Hence 
if there were a demand to-day for payment in coin of every dollar of 
greenbacks outstanding up to the $346,000,000, the Secretary of the 
Treasury has absolute power under the laws as they now exist to raise 
the money by the sale of bonds to pay every dollar of that, even if 
there were no reserve of $100,000, 000. 

But it is said some extraordinary and unforeseen event may demand 
beyond this. The law makes provision for a reasonable and probable 
use for money, not for that which is improbable and unforeseen. Would 
it be said that before the beginning of the late war Congress should 
have raised $3,000,000,000 and placed it in the Treasury of the United 
States in order to meet an unforeseen emergency, which in point of fact 
did happen? Would that have been reasonable? Not at all, and 
why? Because the Constitution had invested Congress with the ma- 
chinery to raise every dollar of money, whatever amount might be 
needed in order to meet this unforeseen emergency. To-day, when we 
are at peace with all the world, with only a speck down here in Mex- 
ico, would anybody say that we must use the great taxing power and 
the great power to borrow money on the credit of the United States to 
fill up the Treasury to meet some unforeseen emergency? That would 
not be reasonable; that is not statesmanlike; that is not what we are 
sent to do; but our business is totake things as we find them and make 
reasonable provision for reasonable and probable causes of expenditure. 

The object and design of the House of Representatives in this resol u- 
tion unquestionably was—and we had as well face the music, and I say 
that to gentlemen on this side who heretofore have had the same views 
in regard to money that I entertain to-day—that whatever may be the 
character of money in the Treasury, whether it be gold coin or silver 
dollars or United States notes, that money shall be paid out upon tlie 
interest-bearing debt whenever the United States have the right to pay 
off and discharge the interest-bearing debt. That is the object and de- 
sign of the resolution. 

Bat what does the amendment of the Senate Committee on Finance 
do? They absolutely take it and destroy every valuable power that is 

laced in the resolution of the House, and give to the Secretary of the 

unconditional authority to suspend the entire law at his dis- 
cretion. It may be said, and it is said, that the resolution is a want 
of confidence in the Secretary of the Treasury and in the President. 
I can not so regard it. I do not understand how that can be. 

In 1875 Congress passed an act of resumption, proposing to resuc 
on the ist of January, 1879. Congress then did make full and amp!ec 
provision by the act of 1875, and the act of the 14th of July, 1870), to 
meet any reasonable and probable demand there might be upon the 
gold and silver coin in the Treasury for the redemption of greenbacks. 
We went along for seven years, and d those seven years from 
1879 to 1886 there wasan average of less than $3,000,000 called for tlic 
redemption of greenbacks with coin. 

Now let us look at that as a business transaction. The interest 00 
$100,000,000 1 in the Treasury for seven years drawing no interest 
whatever, at owest rate of interest known to this country, 3 pc 
cent. per annum, would be $3,000,000 a year. And thus for the pur- 
pene ae 000,000 of when presented we absolute!y 

as completely as if it was thrown in the Atlantic Ocean the $35,(\"- 
000 of interest on the $100,000,000 of surplus which has been lying!" 
the ; and that, too, when the of the Treasury w2s 
already authorized by the law whenever there was a demaad {or t!¢ 
redemption of greenbacks to issue bonds under the act of July 14, 1~"''. 
and in a half-hour when the demand was made if every dollar of the 








1886. 
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$346,000,000 had been called for the very same day he had the power 
to have telegraphed to the assistant treasurer at New York and before 
he could have counted the money he could have had money by the sale 
of bonds ready to meet every dollar demanded, although there were 
not $1,000,000 of the $100,000,000 in the Treasury. So I think the 
$100,000,000 is too large a surplus. 

Whenever you have a currency convertible into coin on demand, and 
people have confidence that it will be redeemed on demand, the uni- 
versal experience of mankind is that they prefer the currency to the coin. 
Look at England. For sixty-five years, ever since 1821, the Bank of 
England paper has been better in the hands of the English people than 
gold, and why? Because they prefer it; it is more convenient; they 
can get the gold on it whenever they want it; and because they have 
faith in the Sank they have not for sixty-five years asked for its collec- 
tion. Any man who holds a note of the Bank of France does not want 
the gold upon that note, and why? Because he can get it if he wants 
it, and the Bank of France’s note is more convenient than the coin. 

In our country what did wesee in 1879 when we resumed specie pay- 
ments? If there ever would be a demand for coin it would have been 
then, because for more than twenty years coin had absolutely passed 
out of general circulation throughout the country. It was used only 
in the custom-house and in a few localities like California and my State 
in payment of loans. If ever it would be called for it was then; and 
yet, in spite of that, the Ist of January, 1879, came around, as we all 
remember, and there was not a ripple upon the financial surface and 
there has not been from that day to the present; but yet we keep 
this $100,000,000 lying idle in the Treasury, drawn by taxation from 
the people, doing no good whatever, nobody demanding coin for his 
greenback, and still there is an attempt not only to increase the amount 
of reserve up to $120,000,000 but to give the Secretary of the Treasury 
if some unforeseen emergency occurs the power of suspension. 

The true reason why we should as well face the music—and I say 
that to gentlemen who claim to be silver men—is that those who favor 
the payment of the bonds of this country in gold or silver in the other 
House have sent us a measure which does pay the bonds as they mature 
in gold orsilver coin, whichever it may be, and the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee opposing that policy have determined not to pay out the silver 
coin; and that is the wholeof it. Disguise it as you may, conceal it as 
you may, that is the true reason; and yet I give the gentlemen of that 
financial school credit for wonderful skill, for they have captured, ac- 
cording to the best accounts from people on the inside here, a good many 
men who claim to be silver men, and the very policy of that amend- 
ment of the Senate committee is to absolutely prevent silver coin being 
paid out in the redemption of bonds, carrying out the theory of some 
wild financier that the United States was bound to pay the bonds in 
gold and that these men bought them with that expectation, though the 
bonds of the Government say and the act of July 14, 1870, says that the 
bonds shall be payable in coin of the standard weight and fineness as 
fixed on that day, which was a gold dollar of 25.8 grains or a silver dol- 
lar of 412} grains. To-day we have the legal right to pay in that way; 
and the House of Representatives take it so, and the Senate Finance 
Committee say it shall not be. That is the whole case. 

So believing I propose to vote for the resolution just as it came from 
the other House, because I want every dollar beyond the $100,000,000 
paid out, and if it was $50,000,000 instead of $100,000,000 [ should say 
that was ample for all purposes of safety and the credit and honor of 
the Government. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether I am in order now, but I 
desire either now or at some future time to move to strike out of the 
amendment reported by the Senator from Iowa all after the word “‘ dol- 
lars,”’ in line 21. 

P The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
er. 

Mr. PLUMB. That can be accomplished by dividing the question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment would be in order, 
pe i vote on it would have to be postponed until the clause was per- 

ected. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire a vote on it when it is in order. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is not the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] now pending? 


That amendment is not now in or- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the pending amendment. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 


Delaware to the very ambiguous character of the resolution if his amend- 
ment shall be to. 

Each part of the resolution as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives, as will be seen, is consistent with each other part, and so also is 
the amendment offered by the Senate Committee on Finance. The first 
part of the resolution provides that with $100,000,000 in the Treasury 
_ the Department shall call bonds. The Senate amendment 

proceeds in the same manner, using the same language. Now the Sen- 
ator from Delaware proposes to strike out, in lines 24 and 25, the ex- 
emption which is given in the amendment of the committee by the 
words, “‘and whenever, in the case of any extraordinary emergency, and 
when because thereof in the opinion of the President the public inter- 
ests shall require it, he may by written order direct the Secretary of the 
Tempfipdomed the further call for the payment of such indebted- 











ness,’’ which refers to exactly the very thing which he may suspend, 
and which the resolution declares he shall do in the first instance. 
Therefore the Senator would leave the resolution much more ambigu- 
ous than it is now, although I suppose he practically means to arrive 
at the same thing. 

If he wants his amendment, would it not be better to put it in af- 
ter the word ‘‘indebtedness?’’ The President may by written order 
**suspend further call for the payment of such indebtedness and to use 
so much of the reserve for such period of time as shall be necessary,’’ 
&e. If the Senator from Delaware desires to put in the amendment at 
all, although it is entirely unnecessary, it would come in much better 
after the word ‘‘ indebtedness,’’ leaving in terms in the resolution the 
thing which the President may do; that is, he may suspend the call of 
bonds. In the first instance he is ordered to call bonds. The excep- 
ception is made in case of an extraordinary emergency he may not call 
bonds, he may refuse to call, and, therefore, it is exceedingly important 
that the phraseology adopted by the Senate committee should remain 
in the resolution, because with the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware it would be meaningless, although it might be implied by 


the retention of those words by inserting them after the word ‘‘in- 


debtedness.’’ 

Mr. CHACE. Ido not propose at this stage of the proceedings to 
inflict on the Senate a speech on this resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Good. 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator from Maine says ‘‘good;’’ but I trust 
that even the Senator from Maine will suppress his impatience for a 
few moments only, while I call attention to some matters which are not 
of course new, which are known and ought to be known to every Sena- 
tor, but which it seems to me can not be in the minds of sundry Sena- 
tors whom I have heard speak in regard to this subject. 

It has been stated and reiterated on the floor of the Senate during 
this discussion, and particularly by the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck], that the Government of the United States in 
regard to the management of its fiscal affairs was exempt from the nat- 
ural laws which control all financial operations. The Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY], the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEy], 
and sundry other Senators have expressed that opinion. It is the last 
resort to which they are driven in this argument that the Government 
of the United States can raise money without the use of its credit. In 
my opinion no greater or more fatal financial error could be made than 
that. 

The opinion has been expressed that it is not necessary for the United 
States Government to retain an ordinary reserve for the maintenance of 
its credit and the payment of its cash obligations, for that is what the 
$346,000,000 of United States notes are, a cash obligation liable to be 
called for at any moment. 

Senators say that the resources of the country are such and our credit 
is so great that there can be no possibility of a demand on this Govern- 
ment which can not be met. Now let us look at the past financial his- 
tory of the country. I should be disposed to pass over that trying period 
which followed the Revolutionary war, when we all know the country 
was under circumstances of peculiar strait; but nevertheless in order 
to emphasize the importance of maintaining the credit of the Govern- 
ment, of preserving the means of paying the paper currency of the Gov- 
ernment upon presentation, I shall ask that the Secretary may read the 
words of Thomas Jefferson in regard to paper money, which I send to 
the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

On the commencement of the late Revolution Congress had no money. The 
external commerce of the States being suppressed, the farmer could not sii his 

produce, and, of course, could not payatax. Congress had no resource then but 
in paper money. Not being able to lay a tax for its redemption, they couldonly 
promise that taxes should be Jaid for that purpose, so as to redeem the bills by 
a certain day. They did not foresee the long continuance of the war, the almost 
total suppression of their exports, and other events which rendered the per- 
formance of their engagements impossible. The paper money continued fora 
twelvemonth equal to gold and silver; but the quantities which they were 


obliged to emit, for the purpose of the war, exceeded what had been the usual 
quantity of the circulating medium. 

It began, therefore, to become cheaper, or, as we expressed it, it depreciated, 
as gold and silver would have done had they been thrown into circulation in 
equal quantities. But not having, like them, an intrinsic value, its depreciation 
was more rapid and greater than could ever have happened withthem. In two 
years it had fallen to two dollars of paper money for one of silver; in three 
years to four for one; in nine months more it fell to ten for one; and in the six 
months following, that is to say, by September, 1779, it had fallen to twenty for 
one. 

Congress, alarmed at the consequences which were to be apprehended should 
they lose this resource altogether, thought it necessary to make a vigorous effort 
to stop its further depreciation. They therefore determined, in the first place, 
that their emissions should not exceed $200,000,000, to which sum they were then 
nearly arrived, and though they knew that $20 of what they were then issuing 
would buy no more for their army than one silver dollar would buy, yet they 
thought it would be worth while to submit to the sacrifice of nineteen out of 
twenty dollars if they could thereby stop further depreciation. They therefore 
published an address to their constituents, in which they renewed their original 
declarations that this paper money should be redeemed at dollar for dollar. 
They proved the ability of the States to do this, and that their liberty would be 
cheaply boughtatthisprice. Thedeclaration was ineffectual. Noman received 
the money at a better rate. On the contrary, in six months more, that is, by 
March, 1730, it had fallen to 40 for1. Congress then tried an experiment of a 
different kind. 

Considering their former offers to redeem this money at par as relinquished, 
by the general refusal to take it but in progressive depreciation, they required 
the whole to be brought in, declared it should be redeemed at its present value 
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of 40 for 1, and that they would give to the holders new bills, reduced in their | first amount transferred being under date of February, 1837, and the secon, 
denomination to the sum of gold or silver which was actually to be paid for | amount in Apel. and the third in July of the same year. The fourth and | 
them. This would reduce the nominal sum of the mass in circulation to the | installment, however, was not . A series of disasters, culminating iy, ¢),. 
present worth of that mass, which was five millions, a sum not too great for the | panic of 1837, so disordered the finances of the General Government be fore th 
circulation of the States, and which they therefore hoped would not depreciate distribution had been completed that it became necessary to have re: 
further, as they continued firm in their purpose of emitting no more. This ef- | a new act of Congress, which was passed on the 2d of October, to ios 
fort was as unavailing asthe former. Very little of the money was brought in. | postponement of the transfer of the remaining fourth until the 1st of Jan 
It continued to cireulate and to depreciate till the end ot 1780, when it had | 1839. A subsequent act was passed postponing the payment indefinitely. TI ; 
fallen to 75 for 1; and the money circulated from the French army being, by | law further provided that the amount deposited should remain with the Sta: 
that time,sensible in all the States north of the Potomac, the paper ceased its | until otherwise directed by Congress. Here the matter has rested for 
cireulation altogether in those States. In Virginia and North Carolina it con- years. 
tinueda year longer, within which time it fell to 1,000 for 1, and then expired, as . m . ™ 
it had done in the other States, without a single groan. | Not a murmur was Here the matter has rested ever since. Following that we find t). 


— - oe aenacten mens the pace. _ On =e contrary, —— conaretn. condition in 1842 to which I have already referred. In 1859 the Goy- 
ations too slace on their seein igantic mass, whose dissolution : ‘ oans ‘ ; ti RE = 
threatened aivakdens which should ee Gabe infant confederacy to its cen- ernment bad been buying its I at a em, yet = i we, as d 
ter,quietly interred in its grave.—Jefferson's Works, volume 9, page 248. the administration of yr ey it oe —_— — to 
. sum 000, 000 age o x ment 
Mr. CHACE. Iam aware that the answer will be that the Govern- — a a ears a ay 7 in ‘tho en eso, 
ment had just emerged from a long, hard-fought war, with small re- markets to raise the sum of $10,000,000, and it was finally borrows 
sources, with the business of the country crippled in every direction; in this country of certain banks at a dicount which brought the : 
and the same answer will be made in regard to the straits the country of interest to 1 per cent. per month 
was in in 1816; but in 1621, when we had enjoyed nearly seven years | “1 saaintain that in view of this past financial history of this count: 
of peace, we find still a similar condition of things. The Secretary of | .... can not fail to be conyinced that the Government of the Unite’ 
= ee wd a — pe — ness ae that, at the end of thirt States must obey that great natural law of finance which is above (| 
is not a matter o very great conso. ton to now th a 216 end © I > - i at} 
years of its operation, this foam vernment finds its debt increased $20,000,000. 000, and statate law, which has been proved by the experience of all generat sons 
its revenue inadequate to its expenditure ; the national domain impaired, ‘and | thatit is unsafe for an individual, for an institution, or for a Govern- 


20,000,000 of its proceeds expended ; $35, 000,000 drawn from the people by inter- | ment to assume cash obligations without a reserve in hand to mee! 
—_ taxation, $341,000,000 by copes: ‘yet the public Treasury dependent on loans; 


in profound peace, and without national calamity, the country embarrassed with them. 


debts, and real estate under rapid depreciation; the markets of agriculture, the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendmen: 
pursuits of manufactures dimin and declining g; commerce struggling. not proposed by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. SAULSBU RY ] to the 
. —— _ my =e Deed delve ae i ie amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

national interest which is in a hea’ ng con nation at 

- =a a — eqemniiens ¥* me Coane o—_ individuals — aa — a a the amendmen — rejected. h 
difficulties which are felt by a © sea, forest, the earth yie he P. pro tempore. question recurs on the amend- 
their abundance; the labor of maz is rewarded; pestilence, famine, or war com- . : 

init no ravages; nocalamity has visited the le; peace smileson us; plenty ment of the Committee on Finance as amended. 


blesses the land—whence, then, this burst of universal distress? Mr. PLUMB. I call for a division of the amendment. I think it 

Then in 1825 there was a condition financially very similar to the oa, guaperly be Gisiiel into Case ports, and i ask thet the vote be 

: : en separately on each. I ask for a division as to the vote on t) 
present one. It may not be generally known that in 1825 the United Sauhaenten tely, and to divide the second proviso after the wor! 
States borrowed $13,000,000 at the rate of 3 per cent. perannum. I] x doll ” an a , 
will read the loans of the Government at that time and the rate of in- 
terest they bore. There were $7,500,000 at 6 per cent., a little over , Sa ne a —— aoe — : ~ - a ee 
$19,000, 000 at 6 per cent., $13,000,000 at 6 per cent., $9,000, 0 at 6 to commence with the lakes Saeed if the first is stricken out the: 
ed cent., $18,000,000 at 5 mY cent., $5,000,000 at 4} per cont.. $6,- is nothing left for the last a to depend on. The natural order, | 
654,000 at 4} per cent., $1,654,000 at 4} per cent., and $13,296, 000 at think, 8 ld be to commence with the last part of the amendment. 
° 

3 per cen 5 “and yet in 1942 the Government was pat to the greatest The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas deman( 


Mr. COCKRELL. What was that which was issued at 3 per cent.? a division of the aon ae ere emacs 


nl fi Lit 

Mr. CHACE, Thirteen million two hundred and ninety-six thousand | | Mi CUTLOMN.._ The Senate a epet the amendsnont baie 
two hundred and thirty-one dollars upon stock as it was called at that Mr. PLUMB. AndI shall ask a farther division. 
time, payable at the pleasure of the Government, just exactlyas our3) ‘phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question 01 
percents are payable now. the last clause of the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just as our greenbacks are’ practically. Mr. EDMUNDS. No; if it is a question of division you must begin 

Mr. CHACE. No, just as our 3per cent. bonds are payable now, at | 2+ the first 
the pleasure of Government. The credit of the Government in 1825 : Fame sande 
was almost as good as it is to-day, but by the end of 1842 we find the | _ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas deman 
ger seae: phelps frre dee beg cons oh eR Mr. EDMUNDS. But then the first question is on agreeing to th 
wide tink en atoty be Stee a ae a suc was the un mam Foe porns nage first clause. If a division is demanded you must take the clauses ia 
money market at that period that t ome found to "realize bu 


their order. 
small portion of the amount needed to meet the e: 3 MB. If you strike out the first clause, the last would nat- 
this saullidien remained in force. It was attempted to itn this by the act of Mr. PLU ” _ 


ho Sienna state urally disap 
na satan te esa aeiocan aetna and oe sated Eacece Mr. EDMU NDS. Vi ery well; that may be. The Senator can: 
demption to not more than twenty years from January 1 ) to amend the amendment by striking out the words; but if we ta ake é 
eotened in 2 Eee apt mag te issue oF Treasury division we must take it in the regular order. 
mainder of thes oteak. Loould net be eold below was Mr. ae a a oes to oe - amendment by stri 
the chairman mm ays ing ou after wo in line 
per we eae eadalign us eaten nek ten tenaiatie Other “e | . Mr. BECK. I desire to know what amendment has been mai 
sacrificed to the Shylocks of the country ” or some other means must be given | the amendment reported by the Committeeon Finance. I understar. 
the Secretary of the Treasury to meet these liabilities. The bill does not ap- | there was one. 
wb Dy} met with much opposition. It was approved August 31, 1842 2S a PREEIDENT que tempers The Chair will have the amen! 
And they afterward sold the bonds of the Government at a discount. Mr. BECK. Ishould like to know what amendment was put on' 
Mr. EDMUNDS. At what rate of interest? the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. CHACE. Six percent. Then in 1857, asthe Senator from Ohio The Carer CLERK. Beginning in line 21, after the word ‘dolla: 
(Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday said, Congress adjourned with a p t reads: 
before it to distribute $10,000,000, and before it reassembled Gov- 


{ i case extraordinary emergency, rhen, | 
ernment had io borrow money to pay the salaries of the members of ae oss ‘blie tntewent 1 require 
y to suspend the 


Congress. : 

We all semenaber that ie 1836 there was an act passed to distribute | further call for such i for period of tim assts! 
among the States the surplus revenue that a hand. That sur- | .ispension shall be reported to Congress wit)in ( 
plus —— a a eer a plus | Gayeafer it next mesting, or immediately, if Congress shall be in — 
seems now. act was passed desize vets on the 
plus, and it was commenced. A of it was distri oo one Buaianaa pt, adhe treastry. 
——— what the Secretary of the Treasury agid in regard to Mr. EDMUNDS. Weare in committee. When we getout that a1 

whole h 
_ E*er since 190 efforts had been periodically made to distribute *qhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senstor from Kans (\ 
indebted States and to distribute an equal portion of PLUMB] euseah 40 eidlien: out the last paragraph of the amendment, 
Sera sis series ke Grates pees te eS a eee neater. 
The fund lly proposed distributed among Mr. On q I ask for the yeas and nays. 
and @25,10L 014.01 wae tm fact disteibeted te eee eee The yeas and nays were ordered. 








1886. 





Mr. GIBSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. We do not un- 
derstand the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out after the word | 
‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 21, the following: 

And whenever in the case of any extraordinary emergency, and when, be- | 
cause thereof, in the opinion of the President, the ublic interests shall require 
it, he may, by written order, direct the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend the 
further call for the payment of such indebtedness for such peniod of time as shall 
be necessary to maintain the publiccredit unimpaired: Provided, That such sus- 
pension the reasons therefor shall be reported to Congress within ten days 
after its nex: meeting, or immediately, if Congress shall be in session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison striking out these 
words. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. MorGAN’s name was clled). The Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] telegraphed me that he desired to be 
paired on this question. He would vote for the Houve resolution, and 
is paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzonGr]. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were here, and the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi would vote ‘‘ nay ’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN]. I do not know how he would 
yote. If he was here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRrILL]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia[ Mr. CoLqurrT]. If he were here, I should vote 
“ yea. ” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have been paired with the Senator from Colorado 
{[Mr. BowEN] upon this measure and all questions connected with it, 
but his pair has been transferred to my colleague [Mr. PIKE], who is 
absent. If the Senator from Colorado were present, he would vote 
*‘yea;’’ and if my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Beck, Eustis, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Berry, Harris, MitchellofOreg., Vest, 
Blackburn, Hearst, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Plumb, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Conger, Mahone, Teller, 
Cullom, Manderson, Vance, 
NAYS—34. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Harrison, Pugh, 
All " Edmunds, Hawley, Sabin, 
Blair, Evarts, Hoar, Sewell, 
Brown, Frye, Kenna, Sherman, 
Butler, Gibson, MeMillan, Stanford, 
Call, Gorman, McPherson, Walthall, 
Camden, Gray, Miller, Wilson of Md. 
Chace, Hale, Payne, 
Dawes, Hampton, Platt, 

ABSENT—13. 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Sawyer. 
Colquitt, Logan, Pike, 
Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Ransom, 
George, Morgan, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas insist 
upvn his demand for a division of the question? 
Mr. PLUMB. No, I do not care for a division now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance as amended. 
Mr. EUSTIS. I offer an amendment after the word ‘‘ unimpaired,”’ 
in line 26, to insert: 
Including the payment of bonds and interest thereon, the same being under 
existing law payable in gold or silver coin, at the option of the Government. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
The Cuter CLERK. At the end of line 26, after the word ‘‘ unim- 
paired,’’ insert: 
Including the payment of bonds and interest thereon, the same being under 
existing law payable in gold or silver coin, at the option of the Government. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance. 
Mr. EUSTIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The and nays were ordered. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the Senator from Louisiana 
—a to us precisely what kind of a horse this Greek is, if he will. 
he proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BRO (when Mr. CoLQuitTt’s name was called). On this 
question my colleague [Mr. CoLquitt], as I understand, is paired with 


the Senator from Island { Mr. Cuace]. 
Mz. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
a from Milinois [Mr. Locan]. If he were present, I should 
yea. - 
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Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLi]. If he were here, I should 
vote *‘yea.’’ 


Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co_qurrr]., If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded. the result was announced—yeas 
a ee | ee P 
26, nays o/; as follows 

YEAS—26, 
Beck, Eustis Mahe Van 
Berry, Gibson Maxey, Van W; 
Biackburn, Harris, Mitehell of Oreg Vest 
Brown, Hearst Plumb, Ve 
Camden, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Ww thorne. 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Coke, Kenna, Teller, 

NAYS—37. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar Sewell, 
Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sherma: 
Blair, Evarts, McMillan, Spooner 
Butler, Frye, McPherson, Stanford, 
Call, Gorman, Manderson, Walthall, 
Cameron, Gray, Miller, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chace, Hale, Palmer Wilson of Md 
Conger, Hamptoi Payne 
Cullom, Harrison, Piatt, 
Dawes, Hawley Sabin, 

ABSENT—15. 

Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Sawyer 
Colquitt, Logan, Pike, 


Fair, Mitchell of Pa., 
George, Morgan, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance as amended. 

Mr. BERRY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CureF CLERK. The amendment is to add to the resolution as 
it came from the House of Representatives, the following: 

Provided, That no call shall be made under the provisions of this resolution 
until a sum equal to the call is in the Treasury over and above the reserve herein 
mentioned: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury, in his 
discretion, may have in the Treasury, over and above the foregoing sums, a 
working balance not exceeding $20,000,000; and whenever, in the case of any 
extraordinary emergency, and when, because thereof, in the opinion of the Pres- 
ident, the public interests shall require it, he may, by written order, direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to suspend the further call for the payment of such 
indebtedness for such period of time as shall be necessary to maintain the pub- 
lic credit unimpaired; Provided, That such suspension and the reasons therefor 
shall be reported to Congress within ten days after its next meeting, or imme- 
diately if Congress shall be in session. 


Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wouldsuggest, as a mere matter of phraseology, 
there are so many provisoes there, that that last word ‘‘ Provided’”’ 
should bechanged to the word ‘‘and,’’ so as just to continue the clause. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be noobjection the amend- 
ment will besomodified. TheChair hears no objection. The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan]. If he were present, I should vote 
**vea.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL]. Ifhe were present, Ishould 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] is paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGre]. The Senator from 
Alabama, if present, would vote ‘‘ nay ’’ and the Senator from Missis- 
sippi would vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen] is paired 
on this question with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Prxe}]. 
If the Senator from Colorado were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
CoLquitt], but I understand he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if present, and so 
I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hampton, Platt. 
Allison, Dolph, Harrison, Pugh, 
Blair, Edmunds, Hawley, Sabin, 
Brown, Evarts, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Butler, Frye, Kenna, Sewell, 
Call, Gibson, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Camden, Gorman McPherson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gray, Miller, Walthall, 
Chace, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—27. 
Beck, Eustis, Manderson, Vance, 
Berry, Harris, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Blackburn, Hearst, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, © 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Mahone, Teller, 
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ABSENT~13. 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Spooner, 
Colquitt, Logan, Pike, 
Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Ransom, 
George, Morgan, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to offer an amendment. 

As I remarked a few moments ago, a bill was introduced in the Sen- 
ate in December last, and referred to the Committee on Finance, for 
the redemption of the trade-dollar. This is the first opportunity I 
have had to bring the matter to the attention of the Senate. I will 
not consume any time, but I offer the amendment for the consideration 
of the Senate. 

I will merely state that out of the $38,000,000 or $39,000,000 of this 
class of coin there exists in this country to-day but about $5,000,000. 
For some reason pertaining to the laws of trade and the laws of demand 
and supply the larger part of these obligations are in the hands of my 
immediate constituents and in the hands of persons in the adjoining 
State of Pennsylvania. Why they were attracted there I can not ex- 
plain. I personally know that a great many of the small storekeepers 
and the savings-banks of my State, particularly in that portion of it 
adjoining the Delaware River, have the larger number of these coins 
at the present time, and they are holding them on the faith of the 
Government. 

The present Director of the Mint, alluding in his report to the report 
of his predecessor, Dr. Linderman, states that in 1878 there were only 
five and a quarter millions of this coin in the country. He says: 

My predecessor, in his annual report for the fiscal year 1883, page 17, recom- 
mended the repeal of the provision of law authorizing the coinage of the trade- 
dollar, and also that the outstanding coin of this description be received at the 
mints in exchange for other silver coin. He estimated that there were at that 
time from five to seven millions of these coins in the country. 


From the above facts I am of the opinion that the estimate of seven millions 


whe amount in the country is in excess of the actual amount rather than 
ow. 


Should the coinage of the trade-dollar, at present suspended under the dis- 
cretional power reposed in the Secretary of the Treasury, be discontinued by 
law, and should the mints and assistant treasuries of the United States be au- 
thorized to redeem in subsidiary coin such trade-dollars as may be purchased 
for redemption in sums of $10 or multiples thereof, the profit to the Government 
in the form of seigniorage would amount to some 8 per cent., or more than 
enough to defray the expenses of the recoinage. 


I will state that ordinary business men, particularly those located in 
our country towns, have an idea that if anybody ought to be honest it 
is the Government of the United States. They do not and they can 
not understand why itis that they are obliged to hold these obligations 
of the Government which they have received in the ordinary course of 
trade or sell them for builion. I therefore offer the following amend- 
ment to come in as additional sections to this joint resolution: 

Src.—. That for a period of six months after the passage hereof, United States 
trade-dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stam shall be received at their 


face value in payment of all dues to the United es, and shall not be again 
paid out or in any other manner issued, 

Sec.—. That the holder of any United States trade-dollars, during the period 
aforesaid, on presentation of the same at the office of the Treasurer or any as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States, may receive in exchange therefor a like 
amount and value, dollar for dollar, in standard silver dollars or in subsidiary 
coins (at the option of the holder) of the United States, 


Sec.—. That the trade-dollars received by, or = to, or deposited with the 
Treasurer or any assistant treasurer or national depositary of the United States 
shall not be paid out or in = other manner issued, but, at the ex of the 
United States, shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into stand- 
ard silver dollars. 


Sec. —. That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the coinage and issuance 
of United States trade-dollars are hereby repealed 


Mr. ALLISON. That is a very difficult and important subject, as 
the Senate well knows. It has no relation whatever to this resolution, 
and therefore, unless some Senator wishes to debate it further, I move 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope it will not be laid on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion and 
let us have a direct vote on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we can have a direct vote w:thout debate, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. Let us have a fair and square vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam willing, if we can have it without debate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let us have the amendment reported. I think 
it is the only good thing about the whole matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 
The Senate will please come to order so that they may understand the 
reading. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. SEWELL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are asked for on 
this amendment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAXEY. Lask the Senator from New Jersey how many trade- 
dollars there are? 

Mr. SEWELL. I made astatement on that point. There are about 
five million trade-dollars in the country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on agree- 









ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
SEWELL]. 

Mr. ZbMUNDS. I do not know whether I am for that measure or 
not. It has never been exploited or explained by a committee, and it 
has no relation to or business on this resolution. I neither wish to vote 
for it nor against it, to prejudice it nor promote it. You might as wel! 
put all the bills on the Calendar here. Therefore I move to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Vermont to withdraw that 
motion. I asked the same of the Senator from Iowa, and he did me 


the courtesy to withdraw a similar motion. I want a square vote on 


the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what I do not want. 

Mr. CAMERON. Let us have a square vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is notdebatable. The 
Senator from Vermont moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Morritx]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Harris, Palmer, 
Allison, Edmunds, Harrison, Payne, 
Blair, Fro: Hearst, Pugh, 
Butler, Gibson, Hoar, Sherman, 

Jall, Gorman, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner 

Camden, Gray, enna, Walthall, 
Conger, Hale, McPherson, Whitthorne, 
Cullom, Hampton, Miller, 

NAYS—31. 
Beck, Eustis Maxey, Teller, 

, Evarts, Mitchell of Oreg., Vance, 
Blackburn Hawley, Platt, Van Wyck, 
Brown, ngal Plumb, Vest. 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, Voorhees, 
Chace, MeMillan, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockre" Mahone, Sewell, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Manderson, Stanford, 

ABSENT—l4. 
Bowen, George, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Sawyer. 
Iph, , Pike, 
Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Ransom, 


So the motion to lay the amendment on the table was not agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. Now I ask for a vote on it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the ro]! on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). If I were not paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRRILL] I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BROWN. Was the pair of my colleague [Mr. CoLquitr] an- 
nounced with any one? As I understood when he left, he was paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cuace]. I think by some 
arrangement the pair has been transferred to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SAWYER]. Did the Senator from Wisconsin vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin | \r. 
SAWYER] has not voted. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I will announce the pair of my colleague [ \Ir. 
CoLquItt] with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 2Y; as follows: 


YEAS—34. 
Beck, Evarts, Maxey, Teller, 
Berry, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Vance, 
Black mie, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Brown, . Platt, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Piumb, Voorhees, 

. Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cockrell, McPherson, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Sewell, 

Eustis, Manderson, Stanford, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Harris, Pugh, 
Allison, Dolph, Harrison, Sherman, 
Blair, Edmunds, Hoar, Spooner, 
tier, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Call, Gibson, Kenna, Whitthorne. 
Camden, n, MeMillan 
Conger, Miller, 
Cullom, Hampton, Payne, 
ABSENT—13. 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Sawyer. 
Colquitt, Pike, 
r, Mitchell of Pa., Ransom, 
organ, Saulsbury, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The t resolution was reported to the Senate asamended. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 11 t!!° 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. ALLISON. In line 22, after the word ‘‘emergency,’’ I move to 
insert the words ‘‘not now existing;’’ so as to read: 

And whenever in the case of any extraordinary emergency, not now exist- 
ing, &e. . 

Those are the words practically which were suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. TELLER. Isimply wish to make an inquiry of the mover of 
ihe amendment. What extraordinary emergency now exists ? 

Mr. ALLISON. None whatever in my judgment, I will answer the 
Senator from Colorado. 3 

Mr. TELLER. Then what does it mean? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to reserve the last amendment, the trade- 
dollar amendment, for a separate vote on concurreace. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring in the 
first amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon concurring in 
the last amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. It will be 
read. 

The Corer CLERK. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, in- 
serted the following: 

Srec.—. That fora period of six months after the passage hereof United States 
trade-dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, shall be received at their face 
value in payment of all dues to the United States, and shall not be again paid 
out or in any other manner issued. 

Sec.—. That the holder of any United States trade-dollars, during the period 
aforesaid, on presentation of the same at the office of the Treasurer or any as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States, may receive in exchange therefor a like 
amount and value, dollar for dollar, in standard silver dollars or in subsidiary 
coins (at the option of the holder) of the United States. 

Sec.—. That the trade-dollars received by, paid to, or deposited with the Treas- 
urer or any assistant treasurer or national depositary of the United Statesshall 


not be paid out or in any other manner issued, but, at the expense of the United 
States, shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into standard 
silver dollars. 

Src.—. That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the coinage and issuance 
of United States trade-dollars are hereby repealed. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in this 
amendment. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 
Mr.SEWELL. 1 ask for the yeas and-nays. 


aa ze and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 


Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
question with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan]. 
I should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILt]. If he were here, I should vote 


If he were here, 


“ ” 
yea. 
The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—33. 
Beck, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Vance, 
Blackburn, Hawley, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Hearst, Platt, Vest, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Chace, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberges, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, McPherson, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
voke, Mahone, Sewell, 
Eustis, Manderson, Stanford, 
Evarts, Maxey, Teller, 
NAYS—30. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hampton, Payne, 
Allison, Dawes, Serra, Pugh, 

ITy, Dolph, Harrison, Sherman, 
Blair, Edmunds, Hoar, Spooner, 
Butler, Frye, Jonesof Arkansas, Walthall, 

li, Gibson, Kenna, Whitthorne, 
Camden, Gorman, MeMilian, 

Conger, Hale, Miller, 
- ABSENT—13. 
Bowen, Jonesof Florida, Morrill, Sawyer. 
Colquitt, . Pike, 
Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Ransom, 
George, Morgan, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. GORMAN. I move to lay the joint resolution on the table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that the joint resolution lie on the table. 


Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE. What is the motion of the Senator from Maryland? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to lay the joint reso- 
lution on the table, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HALE. Let the motion be stated clearly by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
to lay the joint resolution on the table. 

Mr. HALE. The whole thing? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whcle measure. 
will call the roll on agreeing to the motion. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurrr], but as I understand he would 
vote ‘‘nay,’’ I will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was 
5, nays 57; as follows: 





The Seerctary 


announced —yeas 





YEAS—5 
Butler, Gray, Hampton, Va 
Gorman, 

NAYS—57. 
Al.lrich, Dawes, Joues of Nevada, Sabin, 
Alison, Do!ph, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Beck, Edmunds, McMillan, Sewell, 
Berry, Eustis, McPherson, Spooner, 
Liackburn, Evarts, Mahone, Stanford, 
air, Frye, Mandersen, Teller, 
Brown, Gibson, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Call, Hale, Miller, Vest, 
Camden, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg. Voorhees, 
Cameron, Harrison, Palmer, Walthall, 
C ace, Hawley, Payne, W hitthorne, 
Cockrell, Heurst, Platt, Wilson of lowa, 
Coke, Hoar, Plumb, 
Conger, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Liddleberger 


ABSENT—l4. 


Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Sherman, 


Colquitt, Logan, Pike, Wilson of Md, 
Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Ransom, 
George, Morgan, Saulsbury, 


So the Senate refused to lay the joint resolution on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment be cn- 
grossed 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the joint resolution open to amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is still open to amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out all after the resolving clause 
and insert what I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the resolv- 
ing clause and insert: 





That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, beginning September 6, 1886, until 
thirty days after the meeting of the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
apply the surplus in excess of $100,000,000 in the Treasury, in sums not less than 


| $10,000,000 per month, to the payment of the interest-bearing indebtedness of the 
| United States, payable at the option of the Government. 


I am paired on this | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


| amendment of the Senator from Kansas [| Mr. INGALLS]. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN]. 
** nay.”? 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
I should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
25, nays 38; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I should vote 


If I were not paired, 


YEAS—25. 
Beck, 


Hearst, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Berry, Ingalls, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, Wilson of lowr. 
Coke, Mahone, Teller, 
Eustis, Manderson, Vance, 
Harris, Maxey, Van Wyck, 

NAYS--38. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hampton, Platt, 
Allison, Dawes, Harrison, Pugh, 
Blair, Dolph, Hawley, Sabin, 
Brown, Edmunds, Hoar, Sewell, 
Butler, Frye. Kenna, Sherman, 
Call, Evarts, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Camden, Gibson, McPherson, Walthall, 
Cameron, Gorman, Miller, Wilson of Md, 
Chace, Gray, Palmer, 
Conger, Hale, Payne, 
ABSENT-—15. 

Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Sawyer. 
Colquitt, Logan, Pike 
Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Ransom, 
George, Morgan, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
amendments to be engrossed and the joint resolution to be read a third 
time. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us take the yeas and nays on the passage. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
olution pass? 

Mr. HARRIS. We are to bave the yeas and nays on the passage. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I only desire to say that while I should 
like to see the trade-dollars retired and other dollars substituted in 
their place, being thoroughly convinced that the House will not act 
upon the amendments to the joint resolution at this session, and having 
heard the criticisms as to the language of the resolution as passed by 
the House, which it was assumed legalized and crystallized and fastened 
$100,000,000 as an absolute reserve, which I think the House can avoid 
by a new resolution, and as it is increased now to $120,000,000, I shall 
vote “‘nay’’ so as to give the House another chance to frame a meas- 
ure next December which may avoid the criticism now brought against 
the one they sent to us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the passage of the joint resolution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I understand that the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitt] would vote “‘ yea’’ on the pas- 
sage of the joint resolution, and so I shall vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. Prk] is paired with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If present, my colleague would vote in 
the affirmative and the Senator from Colorado would vote in the neg- 
ative. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LoGAN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. COKE. I desire to state that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] is paired on this question with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGAN]. The Senator from Mississippi, I believe, would vote 
oe yea. ” 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Alabama would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—42, 
Hoar, 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 
MeMillan, 
McPherson, 
Mahone, 
Miller, 
Palmer, 
Payne, 
Platt, 
Pugh, 
NAYS—20. 
Maxey, 
Mitchell of Oreg., 


The question is, Shall the joint res- 


The Secretary will call the roll on 


Allison, 
Aldrich, 
Blair, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Chace, 
Conger, 
Cullom, 
Dawes, 


Dolph, 
Edmunds, 
Evarts, 
Frye, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hale, 
Hampton, 
Harrison, 
Hawley, 


Riddleberger, 
Sabin, 
Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 

ner, 


Van. Wyck, 


Walthall, 
Wilson of Md. 


Beck, 
Berry, 

Blac kburn, 
Butler, 
Cockrell, 


Coke, 

Pustis, 

liarris, Plumb, 

Ingalls, Stanford, 

Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 
ABSENT—l14. 

Mitchell of Pa., 

Morgan, 

Morrill, 

Pike, 

So the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of the lateness of the session, I move that 
the Senate insist upon its amendments to the joint resolution and ask 
the House for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President 
pro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 


Vance, 

Vest, 

Voorhees, 
Whitthorne, 
Wilson of Iowa. 


Hearst, 

Jones of Florida, 
Logan, 
Manderson, 


Bowen, 
Colquitt, 
Fair, 
George, 


Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 


VETOED PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to consider Order of 
Business 1630, the bill (S. 2005) granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage, 
one of the vetoed pension bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2005) 
granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage. If there be no objection the 
question is, Shall the bill pass, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, the question is on taking the bill up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have arrived at an understanding with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], who is in ill health and anxious 
to go on with the naval bill to-night, that, this bill being taken up for 
consideration and an order of the Senate being made to print certain 
reports in the Recorp which it is necessary to have before the Senate, 
I will Sg give way informally for the consideration of the naval bill 
to-night. 

I move that the reports of the majority and minority in Order of 
Business 1630, which is the one now before the Senate, Mary J. Not- 
tage; Order of Business 1685; Margaret D. Marchand, Order of Busi- 
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ness 1763, Joseph Romiser; Order of Business 1790, Newcomb Parker 
| Order of Business 1791, John 8. Kirkpatrick; Order of Business 1795. 
| Mrs. Annie C. Owen; Order of Business 1812, Marrilla Parsons; ay, 
Order of Business 1813, Thomas 8. Hopkins, be prigted in the Recorp 

Mr. KENNA. Does that require the action of a majority of 
Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
request. 

Mr. KENNA. LIobject. I see no reason why those campaign doen. 
ments should be printed in the RecorD, for that is all they are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If objection be made the rule rp. 
quires the question to be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Can such a document be inserted in the R: 
even by authority of the Senate, unless it is unanimous? 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. KENNA. I see no earthly reason why.that document shou 
in the RECORD. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. May I appeal to the Senator from West Virginia 
fora moment? On this bill that is now up every one of us would |y 
entitled to demand that the report of the committee, and probably the 
views of the minority as well (certainly it would be fair that that 
should be done), should be read, and we should all sit here and hear 
them read; and being read, they would goin the Recorp. All that 
the Senator from New Hampshire asks is, to save the trouble of reai- 
ing these reports through, that they be put into the RECORD without 
their being read at length here, as we have all looked at them more 
or less. So I submit to the Senator from West Virginia it is merely 
question of taking time to object. 

Mr. KENNA. I can not help that. If any Senator desires to dis- 
play to the country a scene such as will be presented here when \ 
stand here and have read by the clerks a document which on its fa 
shows that while it is addressed to the Senate it is a mere appeal to 
the people of the country on an issue made by that report I woull 
rather it should come in that way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good; read on. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish that the reports shall be read to-night 
I would prefer a vote of the Senate that the reports shall be printe 
according to the motion that I made, because the Senator from a. 
sylvaniz is ill to-night and he understands that he is to go on with the 
naval bill. I ask a vote of the Senate on printing all the reports in 
the Recoxp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hold that under the 
rule a motion of this kind to print is like any other motion, which 
would go over one day under objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is a motion to print the report and the views of the 
minority in the case before the Senate open to objection? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in the nature of a resolutio 
and therefore upon objection being made it must go over one day, or 
the report can be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will enter the motion and give way informally to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the reports referred to be printed in the Recorp. The 
Chair understands that objection is made. 

Mr. KENNA. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion until to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. I submit the motion in the form of a resolution: 

Resolved, That the reports of the majority and views of the minority of the 
Committee on Pensions on Senate bill 2005, Mary J. Nottage; Senate bill 
Margaret D, Marchand ; House bill 1059, Joseph Romiser; Senate bill 107 
ing pension to Newcomb Parker; Senate bill 1797, granting pension to Jo 
Kirkpatrick; Senate bill 1850, granting pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen; Sena’ 


bill 342, granting i to Marrilla Parsons; Senate bill 183, for the relie! Pol 
Thomas 8. Hopk: be printed in the REcoRD. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. CAMERON. [ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the bill now before the Senate for consideration: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the questio 
formally. There seemed to be noobjection. The question is on azte* 
ing to the motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of t! 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs wit! 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 4, line 6, after the word ° bx 
ties,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ otherwise the Secretary of the Navy 
hereby authorized to purchase the same, or any portion thereo!. and 
import it;’’ so as to read: 


That the armor used in constructing said armored vessels and for comp!eli0s 
— nee shall be of the best obtainable quality and of domestic manufac 
petal eg a contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time, at 4 Te 

oo price, and of the required quality can be made with responsible p* 

ies. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


It does, if there is objection + 
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The motion goes over under objec: 
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The next amendment was, in section 6, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,’’ in line 6, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Seeretary of the Navy may buy abroad and import such 
shafting and other material or machinery as he may be unable to procure in the 
United States. 

And in line 9, after the word ‘‘ Provided,’’ to strike ont the word 
“< further.”’ 

“The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). 
all the amendments reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In section 6, line 11, after the word ‘‘shafting,”’ 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘ and other special materials;’’ so that 
the proviso will read: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may purchase abroad only such 
shafting as it may be impossible to obtain in the United States in time for use in 
the construction of the vessels herein provided for. 

I am informed that the Secretary of the Navy only needs to buy 
shafting abroad; and that is a very dangerous phrase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendmentof the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishouldlike to say to the Senator from Vermont 
that there are many other things besides shafting. There is a certain 
kind of grates that they purchase to-day, which are used in the present 
style of engines, and which are not made in this country. Mr. Cramp 
of the ship firm of Charles H. Cramp & Co., of Philadelphia, enumer- 
ated to me quite a lot of articles in the new form of engines which were 
of no great consequence, but at the same time adapted to the use of 
those engines, which could not to-day be procured in this country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We do not want them to-day. We shall want 
them when the ship gets forward in a year or two far enough to put in 
these grates, &c., and they are perfectly easily constructed by anybody 
in this country who has the ordinary establishments of this kind. As 
to the shafting, the longest, considering the length of these ships, is such 
that they havenot any establishmentsnow which can build them; so Ido 
not object to shafting; but I do not mean for one to commit myself to 
giving the Secretary of the Navy power to buy other special materials, 
every one of which can be made in this country, from any foreign na- 
tion whatever. There is time enough for all these little things. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will accept the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. President, Iam aware that the senti- 
ment of this country is almost universally in favor of a new navy. As 
a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs I regret that I have not 
been able to concur with the majority of that committee, especially in 
regard to sections 2, 3, and 9 of the bill. 

I regard it myself as a mistake upon the part of the legislative 
department of the Government to attempt any restrictions whatever 
upon the executive department. I regard it as a grave mistake that 
the legislative department shall attempt to say to the Secretary of the 
Navy how and in what terms he shall contract. These sections, in my 
opinion, will continue the abuses and errors and opportunities for fraud 
which have marked the past history of the administration of the Navy 
Depovtment. But, sir, standing in that minority, I am not here to ob- 
ject to anything that the Senate, in response to the demand of the coun- 
try for a new navy, shall deem requisite to order. 

I have regarded and do now say to the Senate and the country that 
I regard that the very gravest error is committed and will be com- 
mitted in the expenditure of the sum of money contemplated by the 
third section in the completion of the monitors. It is better to sink 
that sum of money in mid-ocean than to complete those vessels. It 
will be fraught with mischief. It will lead the public opinion of the 
country to rely upon a set of vessels which are not in my judgment 
worth one cent. 

With these remarks, sir, I make no further opposition to the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

CALL. Mr. President, I merely wish to make a single remark 
before the bill is passed. 

I desire to say that as one member of the Senate I am always willing 
to vote most liberal appropriations for the construction of a navy, but 
I think that in all great expenditures of public money the expenditure 
should be made with reference to the necessities of the different parts 
of the country and not concentrated in one particular part, and that 
there should be some provision made for the expenditure of this money 
by the construction of vessels in different parts of the United States, 
wherever it may be done with equal advantage to the public service. 
I think if the Naval Committee would give some regard to the expendi- 
tare of money in different parts of the country and not to its concen- 


Those are | 
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tration in the interests of individuals and particular localities the in- 


terests of the Navy would be greatly promoted by it. 





The amendments w red to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

Che bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives 
thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senateinsist on ifsamendments and ask for a conference with 
the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the presiding offic: 
the conferees on the part of the Senat 
and Mr. MCPHERSON were appointed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that 

The motion was agreed to; and 
the Senate adjourned until to 
o’clock a. m. 


r was authorize 
> and Mr. CAMERON, Mr. HA! 
the Senate adjourn. 

at 5 o’clock and 46 minutes p. m.) 


morrow, Saturday, July 3], 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 30, 1886. 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Washington, D. C. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
further reading of the Journal to-day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOcK, of 


. TRUST FUNDS, STATE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State in reply to the resolu- 


tion of the House of Representatives of the 27th of May last in relation to trust 
funds. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 29, 1836. 

STATEMENT OF BALANCES, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of balances due to 
and from the Government of the United States, in response to a reso- 
tion of the House of Representatives passed on the 27th instant; which 
was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 


printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
3y unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DARGAN, for one week. 

To Mr. Ike H. TAYLOR, during the remainder of the session, on ac- 
count of important business. 

To Mr. J. M. TAYLOR, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
famiiy. 

To Mr. BUCHANAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

RETURN OF JOINT RESOLUTION FROM THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution passed yesterday on motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Norwoop] was sent to the Senate 
with a wrong number, and if there be no objection the following reso- 
lution will be adopted: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return to the 
House of Representatives the joint resolution of the House numbered 295, per- 
mitting the public building authorized by act of Congress approved June 30, 


1886, at Savannah, Ga., to be located not less than 40 feet from another building 
instead of 50 feet, as provided in said act. 


The resolution was adopted. 
CONDEMNED GUN-CARRIAGES, SOMERVILLE, MASS. 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of bill of the House No. 1143, which has been be- 
fore the House a number of times, and putit upon its passage with an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed, if the samecan be done without prejudice to the public service, 
to deliver to the Somerville Grand Army of the Republic, of Somerville, Mass., 
four condemned gun-carriages, to be used for monumental purposes. 

The committee recommend the following amendments: 


Strike out, in the seventh line, the words “to be used for monumental pur- 
s” and insert “‘the same from which the guns were taken and which said 
Somerville Post, Grand Army of the Republic, has.” 
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Mr. HAYDEN. I offer as a substitute the amendment at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the words stricken out: 

* Being the same carriages from which the guns now in possession of said 
Grand Army post were taken.”’ 

The SPEAKER. 
mittee? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes, sir; it is an amendment which changes the 
phraseology of the committee amendment only. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. If there is no debate I shall not object. 

The amendment of Mr. HAYDEN was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HAYDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the ta- 
ble. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


That is asubstitute for the amendment of the com- 


. 
’ 
. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SANTA FE, N. MEX. 


Mr. JOSEPH. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9371) for the completion of a public building at Santa Fé, N. Mex., 
and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to complete the — building already partly erected at 
the city of Santa Féin the Territory of New Mexico, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States district court, surveyor-general, collector of internal 
revenue. and for other Government uses at the said city of Santa Fé, at a cost 
not exceeding the sum of $52,148; and no plan for the completion of the said 
building, nor contract or expenditure in connection therewith, shall be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury involving any further expenditure than the 
—_ hereinabove fixed as the limit of cost for the completion of the said build- 

ng. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 5 

Mr. SPRINGER move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN WIGHTMAN. 


Mr. FLEEGER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of Senate 
bill No. 2530), for the relief of the legal representatives of John Wight- 
man, deceased, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the claim of the legal representatives of John Wight- 
man, deceased, for and on account of mail service rendered by said John Wight- 
man, deceased, in carrying the United States mails on route numbered 3413, 
from Pittsburgh to Erie, Pa.,a distance of 133 miles, three times a week each 
way, from August 1, 1859, to and including June 30, 1860, at the rate of $9,000 oor 
annum for six times a week each way on said route, be, and the same is hereby 
referred to the Court of Claims; and the said court is authorized and required 
to take jurisdiction of the same; and if, upon the evidence in the case, it shall 
appear to the satisfaction of said court that the said service was performed by 
the said John Wightman upon the said route six times a week, as contemplated 
by the contract for said service as originally made July 1, 1856, between the 
Post-Office De ent and the Erie and Meadviile Expressand Transportation 
Company, and which contract was subsequently transferred to said John Wight- 
man, and that the same, or any part thereof, has not been paid for, then and in 
that case the said court shall render a judgment in favor of claimants for the 
said service so rendered and not paid for at the rate of compensation provided 
for in the said contract, any statute of limitations, receipt, or acquittance to the 
contrary notwithstanding, deducting therefrom the sum of $375, one month’s 
extra pay received by the claimants. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Is there a report? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have given this case personal attention, and 
upon examination think it is one that ought to pass. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The report ought to be read. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. FLEEGER) is as follows: 

The committee have heretofore considered and rted favorably a bill the 
same in substance as this Senate bill. (See House bill No. 9123, Report No 2695.) 

The committee therefore report back this bill (S. 2530) with the recommen- 
dation that the same do pass. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
isfactory information. 

The SPEAKER. There is another quite lengthy report, which the 
Clerk will read if there be no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object to the bill, unless we can have some 
statement about it. It is twenty-eight years old, and we certainly 
ought to have some reeson given for this delay. 

Mr. FLEEGER. This wasa mail-route from Pittsburgh to Erie, Pa., 
one of the most important mail-routes in the State, passing through 
the county townsof Butler, Mercer, and Meadville. The mail had been 
carried six times a week for many yearson that route. In 1859, owing 


That is not a report which gives any sat- 
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to a failure of an appropriation for the Post-Office Department, the sery- 
ice was curtailed from six times to three timesa week. This cause 
considerable dissatisfaction along the route, and Judge Church, at the 
request of those interested in a daily mail, came to Washington, saw 
the President and Postmaster-General, and the Postmaster-Gener,) 
agreed that the mail should be delivered to the contractor and carried 
six times a week as usual, the contractor trusting to an appropriation 
by Congress for the payment of the extra three times a week which t) 

service had been curtailed. And so the contractor went on ani per- 
formed the service six times a week and only received the pay for three 
times aweek. The Postmaster-General recommended the payment fo; 
the extra service, but the war came on and the contractor was never 

id. 

Pe This bill provides that the representatives of the estate shall go to 
the Court of Claims, and if they can show this service was rendered and 
that the contractor was not paid for it, they shall receive the amount. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does this simply propose to send them to the 
Court of Claims ? 

Mr. FLEEGER. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. . 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FLEEGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CREDIT TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 1854) authorizing the Treasurer of 
the United States tocredit the District of Columbia with certain moneys 
in lieu of investing the same in bonds, and that the same be now con- 
sidered. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a bill of some length and some importance. 
I hope a word of explanation will be permitted, the right to object 
being reserved. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can explain it in two minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no objection to the consideration of the bil! 
if it can be acted upon after two minutes’ explanation. But if it shall 
cause more debate than that I shall insist on it being withdrawn. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This involves a good deal of money to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the United States. Under the law as it now 
stands there is a certain sinking fund established here for the retire- 
ment of the bonds of the District of Columbia. These bonds, almost 
ali of them 6 and 7 percent. bonds, have been held in Germany, and are 
ata very high premium. If we buy these bonds we have to buy them 
ata premium. They will soon be payable without the premium. It 
is desired to get the permission of Congress to hold this fund which is 
being paid by the District of Columbia until the bonds mature instead 
of paying the premium on them, as will be necessary if they are pur- 
chased now in open market. That is one class of bonds. 

There is anotherclass of bonds. Every contractor in this District who 
undertakes to do any public work must put 10 per cent. of the contrict 
price in the Treasury to save the Government harmless. That money 
has to be converted into United States bonds. Those bonds are ata 
high premium. They are falling in price as they mature. Ani the 
question arises whether it is right to take these people’s money and put 
it in bonds of the United States when they are liable to lose the pre- 
mium and the United States will pay them in a few years nothing but 
the principal. All we desire is that the money these people put in sha!l 
be held by the Treasury, and that they shall have interest upon it thc 
same as we pay on the bonds. It will save the loss to the contractors 
‘or the loss to the Government of paying the difference between the p< 
mium at which they have now to buy the bonds and the face value 6! 
the bonds. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. When do these bonds mature? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. In 1891. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I should like to know what gain is ther? 
in locking up the money in the Treasury, deriving no interest trom 
and waiting until these bonds mature. They certainly can be boug" 
at rates a little better than that for the Government; and then the 
money, instead of being locked up, will be out in circulation. | c™ 
tainly must object to a proposition of that kind. 

In the second it seems to be proposed to have the Government 
pay interest on this money deposited in the Treasury. We are 008 
want of money there. We are not paying interest on deposits 10 '° 
public Treasury. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state to the gentleman that only 1) p*" 
cent. of the interest will be paid by the Government. The Distrc! 
Columbia pays the other 1} percent. The case as it stands now is |“! 
this, that the Government must lose the premium or the contrat 
must lose it. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | and the result is that only a few towns, comparatively, can have public 


the bill? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I must object. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate bill 263, providing for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Springfield, Mass., and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
United States ffice, internal-revenue office, and other Government oftices, at 
the city of Springfield, Mass. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said 
building shall be previously made and approved according to law, and shall not 
exceed for the site and building complete the sum of $150,000: Provided, That the 
site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings 
by an open space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys; and no 
money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until! a valid title to the 
site for cai building shail be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Massachusetts shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner there- 
of, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State 
and the service of civil process therein. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended an 
amendment; which was read, as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 12, insert: 

‘Nor shall any site be purchased unti! estimates for the erection of a building 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein 
limited, after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been 

approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor plan 
for said building shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving 
an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $150,000 for site and building. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts one or two questions about this bill. Have youa 
port at this place? . 

Mr. ROCKWELL. We have not. I would state to the House that 
we have no public building in Massachusetts west of Boston. This is 
in the western part of the State. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am talking about the neces- 
sity for the building, not about the location. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. As to the necessity, there is a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, written in reply to a letter from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, showing that they need for 
the post-office at Springfield double the space they now have at com- 
mand, although they occupy one of the large stores in the city. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What rent do they pay ? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. They pay $2,300 rent now, but, as this letter 
shows, they will be obliged before long to pay a rent of $4,500. Then 
the rent of the internal-revenue office is $300 additional, making alto- 
gether more than 3 per cent. upon the amount asked. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, You are asking for a custom- 
house also at this place, I believe. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. We are not asking for a custom-house, because 
the President has vetoed the bill making Springfield a port of delivery, 
and that is not included and never has been included in this bill. 
Springfield is a city of 40,000 people. 

Mr. LONG. It is the largest city in Western Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It appears that this bill is for a post-office and in- 
ternal-revenue office only, and I suggest to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. RocKWELL] that $150,000 is a larger sum than is re- 
quired for a building there for those purposes. I think that $100,000 
would be ample. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. The original bill was for $200,000. A letter was 
written to the Treasury Department in regard to the very question 
which the gentleman from Indiana now raises, and the reply was that 
the site could be obtained and the building constructed for about 
$150,000, provided the site could be bought for $40,000 or $50,000. 
Now, unfortunately, in our little manufacturing cities of Massachusetts 
we can not buy ground as cheaply as it can be bought in other parts ot 
the country, and I think $50,000 is a fair and reasonable amount for 
the site, while in the judgment of the Treasury Department $100,000 
will be required for a building adequate for the accommodation of the 
public business at that point. 

=— of Arkansas. The present rent, you say, is 


Mr. ROCKWELL. That is the present rent, but the Secretary of 
the says they will soon be required to pay a rent of $4,500. 
Mr. HO - I wish to suggest to my friend from Massachusetts 
Mr. es ot one great trouble in regard to these public build- 
arises from extravagant notions of the Supervising Architect of 
Kipesonm Every communication that comes to us from that quar- 
ter in to the cost of a public building favors the largest figure, 
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buildings because of their great cost. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This is $50,000 less than the Super- 
vising Architect recommends. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not yet before the House for considera- 
tion. Is there — to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. RocKWELL] that he reduce the amount 
$50,000. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Of course I shall have to do anything that gen- 
tlemen ask that is proper. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, then, do it. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. What amount would the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] suggest? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that some of the friends 
of this measure have suggested that the appropriation be reduced $25,- 
000, making the amount $125,000. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I will accept that. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoL- 
FORD] insist upon his objection ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I withdraw it. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds was agreed to, and also the amendment reducing the 
total amount appropriated from $150,000 to $125,000. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iecall for the regular order. 


PRINTING AGRICULTURAL REPORTS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present some 
privileged reports from the Committee on Printing. Iam instructed by 
the Committee on Printing to report back the House resolution (H. 
Res. 201) providing for the printing of the reports of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture with the recommendation that the House non-concur in 
the amendment of the Senate and agree to a conference. 

The report was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. During the day the Chair will appoint the mana- 
gers on the part of House. 


REPORT ON PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The concurrent resolution of the House 
to print the report of the Director of the Mint on the production of pre- 
cious metals in the United States has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments, accompanied with a request fora conference. I ask 
that the Senate amendments be non-concurred in and the request for 
a conference granted. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appojnt during the day the con- 
fereees on the part of the House. 


PRINTING OF PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported back favorably the following resolution; which was considered 
and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to inform the House as to the 
cost of printing the private bills (including what is known as Calendar print) of 
the House of Representatives during the present session. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPRISONMENT OF JULIO R. SANTOS. 


The SPEAKER. When the Chair a day or two ago laid before the 
House a message from the President of the United States, with certain 
papers transmitted from the State Department, in relation to the im- 
prisonment of Julio R. Santos, the papers were not ordered to be printed, 
the Chair calling attention at the time to the fact that they were vo- 
luminous. Upon examination of the papers by the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, to which they were referred, it is thought that they ought 
to be printed. If there be no objection the order for printing will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was crdered accordingly. 


CORRECTION OF A VOTE. 


Mr. PARKER. Upon the vote taken on the Ist of February (cur- 
rent RECORD, page 989, permanent RECORD, page 1046) on the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr MATSON] to suspend the rules 
and pass with an amendment the bill (H. R. 545) known as the wid- 
ows’ pension bill I am recorded as not having voted. I am conscious 
of having voted in the affirmative on that question. My recollection 
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is confirmed by the fact that my colleague (Mr. Timoray J. CAmp- 
BELL], when his name was called, voted in the negative, and in 
ing down the aisle I called his attention to the fact that I thought he 
had made a mistake in so voting. When the roll-call was concluded 
he asked for the reading of the list, and afterward said: 

I desire to ask the Chair for my personal information if the resolution offered 


by the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. Matson) now under consideration is on the 
passage of the bill? 


The Speaker. If that resolution is adopted the bill is 

Mr. Timoruy J.Camppe... I did not so understand it, and desire to sey that I 
have voted in the negative, but under no circumstances would I vote against 
the soldier or the soldier's widow, and therefore change my vote from the neg- 
ative to the affirmative. 

That correction was made by the gentleman upon my suggestion, 
after I had voted in the affirmative, he changing his vote to the same 
side of the question; and he recollects the matter as I do. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 


SUFFERERS BY OVERFLOW IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


’ Mr. SMALLS addressed the Chair. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. SMALLS. Consent has been given that the call for the regular 
order be withdrawn for a moment to allow me to introduce a joint res- 
olution for reference to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will send the resolution to the 
desk it will be referred. 

Mr. SMALLS. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that the demand 
for the reyular order is withdrawn for the purpose of having the reso- 
lution read, but only to have it referred. 

Mr. SMALLS. I ask that it be printed in the Recorp, as it is very 
important. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the request to have the resolution printed 
in the REcoRD will be granted 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 210) for the 
relief of the sufferers by the overfiow of the Santee, Pedee, and Wac- 
camaw Rivers in South Carolina was introduced, read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

Whereas in consequence of the overflow of the Santee, Pedee, and Waccamaw 


Rivers in South Carolina, and the inundation of the adjacent country, great loss 


destitution, and suffering. have been inflicted upon the people residing in said lo- 
calities; and 


Whereas large numbers of said people are in danger ofstarvation unless re- 
lief is immediately afforded: Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That thesum of 
$100,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the same to be immediately available, to be expended by and un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of War in the purchase and distribution of sub- 
sistence, stores, and other necessary articles to aid in the relief of destitute per- 
sons in the districts recently overflowed by the Santee, Pedee,and Waccamaw 
Rivers in South Carolina; and he is authorized to with the authori- 
ties of said State and of the towns situated in atk overflowed districts in mak- 
ing distribution of the same. 

Seo. 2. That the Secretary of War be authorized, in his discretion, to use any 
steamer and other boat and vessels belonging to or a employed by the Gov- 
ernment, or so many thereof as may be n ,in dis- 


rtation and 
tribution of the rations and supplies furnished by the United States or individ- 
uals to the sufferers by the recent overfiow of said rivers; the expense of manning, 
equipping, and navigating such ‘steamers and boats to be defrayed out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which necessary sum is 
hereby appropriated for that purpose. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GOFF. On Friday last an order was made by the House that 
to-day, immediately after the reading of the Journal, a vote should be 
taken upon the bill (S. 838) granting a pension to General Benjamin 
F. Kelley. I ask that the order of the House may now be carried out. 

Mr. REAGAN. I submit that the agreement made yesterday by 
unanimous consent should be executed. 

Mr. GOFF. This will take buta moment. The previous question 
has been ordered. 

Mr. BAYNE. There will be no debate. 

Mr. CONGER. The same order was made in ao to the bill (S. 
1852) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane R. M 

The SPEAKER. The bill mentioned by the - from Iowa 
[Mr. ConcER] is in the same position as the bill named by the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr], and is first in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to have that bill voted on. 

The SPEAKER. It appears that both of these bills after the previ- 
ous question had been ordered were postponed until to-day, but the 
Chair thinks that under the order made yesterday by unanimous con- 
sent, unless that order be waived by unanimous consent, the consider- 
ation of the pension bills returned to the House by the President with 
his objections must be proceeded with until their consideration is com- 
pleted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I must object to anything that will occupy the time 
of the House to the exclusion of the important measure relating to in- 
terstate commerce. 

Mr. GOFF. It will take but a moment to get through with these. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam sure when these come before the House they 
will lead to debate, and therefore I must object. 


Mr. GOFF. They will be in order after the regular order has been 
disposed of to-day anyhow. 


Several members demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The bills will come up afterward. 

The Clerk will report the first bill called up under the arrange: 
made on yesterday. 


MARY NORMAN. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6192) granting a pension to Mary Norman, with veto message of 
the President. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Before ‘going into the consideratioy 
of that bill I ask unanimous consent that members having committes 
reports may file them with the Clerk. 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not consent to that. 

The SPEAKER. It is not intended, as the Chair understands the 
request, that the committees shall be called. 

Mr. BLAND. Iobject, and demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and the message 
of the President vetoing it. 

The bill (H. R. 6192) granting a pension to Mary Norman was read 
at length. 

Mr. MATSON. If no gentleman desires to take the floor in behalf 
of this bill I shall ask the previous question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We must have some explanation before 
we vote. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If I am recognized I shall ask to have 
read the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions as a part of my 
remarks. I am advised that the last report filed by the committee em- 
bodies all the material facts in the case. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. SMALLS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. O'HARA, the member of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions who made the report, is absent. He his 
prepared himself for this case and one other case which he reported: 
and I would ask the chairman of the committee to let this matter go 
over until his return. I do not know when he will get back. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to move to postpone 
its further consideration. 

Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman will move to postpone until the 
fifth day of the next session I think it will be satisfactory. 

Mr. SMALLS. I thought it would expedite business to see whether 
the chairman had any objection to it or not. I will move to postpone 
it for the present. 

Mr. MATSON. I will object to that. If it is to be postponed it 
must be postponed toa day certain, because these bills ought not to 
stand here to interfere with the regular progressof business. They are 
now to be considered under the order unanimously made on yesterday, 
and should be finally disposed of. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will take the responsibility of moving 
that it be postponed until the first Wednesday in the next session. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to fix a day; itcan be called up 
at any time. 

Mr. SMALLS. Then I move that it be postponed until the next 
session. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. MARIA HUNTER. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next pension bill, with 
the veto message of the President. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7167) for the relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter. 


The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House twenty minutes are 
allowed for debate, ten on each side. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not wish to take up any time of th 
House, but think we should have some explanation of this bil), enough 
te guide us in our votesupon it. I will ask for the reading of the re 


The SPEAKER. It will be considered as read in the time o! the 
gentleman from Ohio. : 
bong BROWNE, of Indiana. Does the gentleman rise to support te 
bill ? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think we should have the veto mess\z? 
read. 


TheSPEAKER. Within the ten minutes allowed for debate the geo 
tleman can have the read. 

The Clerk will read the veto message of the President and the repor 
= ae st pteened eg 

erk proceeded to the message and report. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a question of order. I do not see hov 
gentlemen can vote on these matters and not listen to them. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken; and the (.' 
will again appeal to gentlemen on the floor to cease conversation ‘0 (!)"' 
the proceedings at the Clerk’s desk may be heard. It is useless to 124 
these documents unless they can be heard by members. 

Mr. WARNER. of Ohio. I withdraw the demand for the reading 
of the report, and will ask to have the President’s message red. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk has just read it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report ought te go into the RECORD. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There isa minority report in thiscase. If 


it can be printed in the Reconp—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the bill, the veto mes- 
sage of the President, the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and the views of the minority have all been printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Very well. 

It seems this pension was vetoed because the case was then pending 
in the Pension Office. I understand that a pension has since been 
allowed to the fall amount provided under the pension laws, namely, 
$30 per month. } eS 

I fully concur with the President that this is not a case which calls 
for a special act. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. May [ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Did you or did you not vote to allow to the 
widows of the several generals who have deceased since the war or who 
deceased during the war pensions of $50 a month ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have voted uniformly against all of these 
$50 pension bills. I voted against pensioning by special act in such 
cases. I have been in favor of leaving them all under the general law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Did you or did you not vote against pen- 
sioning the widow of General Hancock ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I voted against it. Iam on the record in 
all those cases, and I shall vote in this case against the bill and to sus- 
tain the President’s veto. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish I could be induced to believe that 
the only reason for refusing to the widow of Major-General Hunter the 
pension proposed in this bill, $50 a month, was the same that operated 
on the minds of gentlemen when casting their votes upon the several 
bills that have passed this House and been approved by the President, 
granting $50 per month to the widows of other generals who have de- 
ceased since the war. This House voted to the widow of General Han- 
cock a pension of $2,000 a year. It was very properly done. I voted 
for it, and very cheerfully. And the President of the United States 
signed the bill without any compunctions of conscience, so far as we 
were able to observe. 

Major-General Hunter, beyond any question, was an officer of consum- 
mate ability, who served his country faithfully and well prior to, during, 
and after the rebellion. He is dead after more than forty years’ service 
asasoldier. The claim of his widow does not differ from the claims 
of widows of other general officers who have been voted $50 a month, 
and in some instances much more. 

Mr. MATSON. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. | Yes, sir. 

Mr. MATSON. Do you know the circumstances of Mrs. Hunter? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That has nothing todo with it. But Ido 
not know what they are. She has applied for a pension. 

Mr. MATSON. It has always had to do with it heretofore. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notatall. General Hancock drew his pay, 
from $10,000 to $13,000 a year, ever since the war. If his family was not 
leftin comfortable circumstances it was the fault of the administration 
of his financial affairs and not due to the inadequacy of his pay. I 
only refer to this to indicate to the House that General Hancock had 
ample opportunity to provide for his widow. I do not refer to it as a 
criticism upon the action of Congress in voting his widow a pension of 
$2,000 ayear. Very farfromit. Theaction of Congress was most com- 
mendable. Iam desirous to know why the widow of General Hunter is 
thus discriminated against. Why is she singled out and her claim 
spurned? I submit to this House the trouble is that General David 
Hunter was president of the court-martial before which General Fitz- 
John Porter wa; tried. If Major-General Hunter had not acted as presi- 
dent of that court lam constrained to believe that the bill which passed 
this House granting a pension of $50 per month to his widow would 
to-day have beena law. The President would, think, have approved 
the bill. No objections would have been raised atthe Pension Office, 
where manifestiy the reasonsfor each veto is provided. It seems tobe 
the fixed purposeof the Pension Office to interpose every possible objec- 
tion which can operate to prevent an applicant who has been rejected by 
thatoffice from obtaining relief through Congressionalaction. The Presi- 
dent has relied, and naturally enough, upon the Pension Office for the 
facts, and in tie main the reasons for each veto. The facts have not al- 
ways been placed before the President,and the reasons have in most cases 
not been such as to commend them to the favor of the members here who 
voted for the vetoed bills. The only reason given in this case is that 
Mrs. Hunier has an application pending in the Pension Office. I will 
consider that objection in a moment. 

if any soldier ever deserved well of his country General Hunter did. 
But for the fearless discharge of his duty—and a delicate duty it was— 
his widow has been refused the pittance of $50 a month, which has 
been granted to the widows of his comrades-in-arms. The other even- 
ing gentlemen were content to vote $100 a month to General Kelley. 
It was a proper thing. I do not find fault with it. It was a just rec- 
ognition of the services of a meritorious officer, who is old and at the 
very sunset of life. 













A MEMBER. It was not voted. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Gentlemen wereready to vote it. It passed 
the committee. 

I submit it is only even-handed justice, without regard te the finan- 
cial condition of Mrs. Hunter, to which attention has been called, to 
grant this pension. It is for her te decide whether or not she needs 
and will accept this recognition by the Republic of the services ren- 
dered by her husband to the country. The same reason which would 
induce us to refuse $50 a month to Mrs. Hunter were present to operate 
against our gianting similar amounts to widows of other general offi- 
cers who have been given pensions of $50 or $100 per month. 

Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a questio 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. HALL. Has not Mrs. Hunter seen proper tosubmit to the juris- 
diction of the Pension Department and made her application there? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly; the record shows that she 
has; and so did other widows to whom an increase of pension has been 
granted by Congress. 

Mr. HALL. Has she asked that her case should be taken away from 
that Department? Her application is based on an entirely different 
principle. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir; her case does not differ from others. 
All rest upon the justice and generosity of this Republic in recognizing 
the heroic services of the officers who are dead, and whose widows are 
cared for by the Government. Mrs. Hunter’s case differs in nothing 
from those upon which this Honse has passed so often. She is not a 
petitioner to this House to ask that the Government recognize the 
splendid services of her husband. Nor has any widow done so to my 
knowledge. They have waited, and, except Mrs. Hunter, not in vain, 
for the Government to do that which is eminently just. 

Mr. TAULBEE. DolI understand the gentleman to say that Gen- 
eral Hancock drew $12,000 or $15,000 a year? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He drew the pay of major-general, which, 
with perquisites or commutation, is, I undertand, about $13,000. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understand his pay was $7,500. 

Several MEMBERS. And the perquisites. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Idonot know what my friend’s understand- 
ing is, but General Hancock drew the pay of a major-general, which was 
large; not too large, not too full. And do not understand me as com- 
plaining that the Republic in recognizing the services of that heroic 
officer made any mistake in grauting to his widow a pension of $2,100 
a year. Onthe contrary, I did and do now most heartily approve what 
Congress did. But it is a mystery to me why this marked discrimina- 
tion should be made against the widow of General Hunter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I only wanted to know—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I amata lossto know how it is that when 
the widow of the personal friend and the comrade-in-arms of General 
Hancock, who rendered as heroic service, though possibly not in as 
wide a field of action—when the widow of Major-General Hunter comes 
here and asks for a pension of $50 a month we can consistently refuse to 
grant the pension after we have just voted to General Hancock’s widow 
more than $166 a month. There are many precedents for granting the 
pension; few, if any, for the refusal to do so. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I amagainst them both. I only wanted to know 
how very naughty a thing you helped to do. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I repeatagain I havenotclaimed that voting 
$2,000 tothe widow of General Hancock was wrong. It was not wrong. 
But I like consistency. If we could vote $166 per month tothe widow 
of one gallant major-general we could with good grace vote as much as 
$50 per month to the widow of another major-general whose services 
extend over near half a century. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, I did not vote for that, and I will not vote 
for this. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You are nearly always right, but yuu are 
wrong now. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman from Ohio says that this bill was 
vetoed because General Hunter was president of the court-martial which 
convicted Fitz-John Porter. Howdoes heor any gentleman here know 
whether General Hunter voted for that conviction or rot? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only know that he was the president of 
the court-martial which found that Fitz-John Porter had been guilty 
of dereliction of duty. I only know that he has been denounced for his 
course or that trial by those who espoused the cause of Genera! Porter, 
and that it has been assumed that he voted for conviction. 
he did so or not I do not know, because the proceedings of 
tial are under the law kept secret, or supposed to be. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Exactly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But when two cases are presented as here 
that are on all fours, substantially alike in every respect, i can not 
understand why we make fish of one and flesh of the other. When we 
have the cases of the widows of two officers of equal rank, equally 
heroic, equally deserving, I can not understand how this House can 
spurn the one from its door, refusing her even $50 a month, while 
voting the other $2,000 a year. There must be some reason for it aside 
from the merits of tke officers and of the claims of their widows. What 
is that reason ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, there is no question here at 
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all of General Hunter’s ability or of his faithful service to his country— 
none at all. I, for one, havesteadily voted against giving to the widow 
of any officer who died of old age a larger pension than the law allows 
to the widow of an officer who gave his life on the battlefield. That 
is the principle upon which I have voted, and upon that principle I 
shall vote against this bill. Besides that, the circumstances of the 
widow do make a difference. Whether that consideration ought to 
make any difference or not it does, and in the case of a gratuity it 
ought to make a difference. If it was a question of right under the 
law then the case would be different, but this is purely'a gratuity, 
and the question whether the widow is in need or not may properly be 
considered in such a case. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to call attention to the fact that the 
gratuity or pension is voted in recognition of the heroic service of the 
officer, and I am not aware that it was ever suggested that Mrs. Hunter 
is refused the pension of $50 per month because she is not threatened 
with starvation. It isa provision which the Government is accustomed 
to make for the widow of an officer whose services to the country have 
been great. You may call it by whatsoever name you will 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then let it come in the form of a testi- 
monial of some kind; not in the form of a pension. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to speak to this question. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I submit that it is hardly fair, Mr. Speaker, to 
count in the ten minutes on this side the long speech of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not. The Chair counted that in 
opposition to the bill. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] occu- 
pied nearly all his time in having the report read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Surely, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BuTTERWORTH] has not occupied ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that he has. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I told my friend [Mr. BovTELLe] that I 
would yield him some time, but of course I have not observed how long 
I have been speaking. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall this bill pass, the objections 
of the President to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, in view of the course this debate 
has taken I ask unanimous consent that I may have two or three min- 
utes to call attention to the wording of the President’s message. 

Mr. REAGAN. I object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The message is in the REcoRD and speaks 
for itself. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to call attention to the fact that the Pres- 
ident put his veto simply on the ground that the case is in the Pension 
Office, where they can grant only $30 a month. 

Mr. SMALLS. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee, if he is not going to use his time, to give me two minutes. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted on. The time for 
debate on both sides is exhausted. The question is, Shall this bill pass, 
the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding? Upon 
this question the Constitution requires that the yeas and nays shall be 
taken. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 108, not 


Davidson, A.C. 
Dockery, 
Dougherty, 
Dowdney, 
Dunn, 
Eden, 
Fisher, 
Forney, 
Frederick, 
Gay, 
Geddes, 

G 


Green, W. J. 
Hail, 

Halsell, 
Harris, 

Hatch, 

Heard, 
Hemphil}, 
Henderson, J.8S. 
Herbert, 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 

Allen, J. M. 
Anderson, C. M. 
Anderson, J. A. 


Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 
Boyle, 


Bragg, 
Brown, C. E. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Campbell, Felix 
Candler, 
Caswell, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Crain, 
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Hewitt, 
Holman, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
Irion, 
Johnston, T. D. 
Jones, J, H. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kleiner, 
Laffoon, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 


Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McCreary, 


McMillin, 
McRae 


c ? 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Neal, 
Neece, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Outhwaite, 


gan, 
Richardson, 
Riggs, 
Sayers, 


NOT VOTING—168. 


Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Davenport, 
vidson, R. H. M. 
wson, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 
Ellsberry, 
Ermentrout, 
Farquhar, 
Felton, 
Findlay, 
Ford, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, C, H. 
Gibson, Eustace 
Green, R.8. 
Grosvenor, 
Guenther, 
Hlale, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 


Hill, 
Holmes, 
Houk, 
King, 
Lehlbach, 
Libbey, 
Louttit, 
Mahoney, 
McKinley, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morrow, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Hara, 
Payson, 
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Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin 
Stone, w.J., Ky. 
Taulbee, 

ene, 


Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
‘Turner, 

Van Schaick, 
Wadsworth, 
Wellborn, 
White, Milo 
Willis, 

Wilson, 
Winans. 


So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the bill was not repassed 


Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. 


I was called outside o 


f the Hall during 


the vote, and though at the door, was not within the Hall in time to 
vote. I desire to state that I would have voted ‘‘no.”’ : 
On motion of Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. a 
The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 


ther notice: 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. GROSVENOR. 


Mr. TAYLor, of Tennessee, with Mr. Ike H. TaYLor. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. BUCHANAN. 
Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PHELPs. 
Mr. CANDLER with Mr. Lourtrir. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 


Mr. REESE with Mr. ADAMS, of [llinois. 
Mr. StorM with Mr. DUNHAM. 
Mr. RoGers with Mr. Ezra B. TayLon. 
Mr. RoBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 
Mr. DrsBLe with Mr. MILLIKEN. 


voting 103; as follows: 


Allen, C. H. 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 

B 


rady, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Buck, 
Bunnell, 
Burleigh, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 


Carleton 
Comstock, 


YEAS—111, 


Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gilfillan, 
aw 
Grout, 

Harmer, 
Hayden, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hiestand, 

Hires, 


Lyman, 
Markham, 
Maybury, 
McComas. 


McKenna, 
Merriman, 
Millard, 
Moffatt, 
oe, 

ey, 
olen’ 
O'Neill, Charies 
Osbo 


NAYS—108. 
Seen. 
Breckinridge, C, R. Cam T.J. 


Blount, 


Breckinridge, WCP. 
Burnes, 


Bynum, 
Cabell, 


ings, 
y, 


Cowles, 


Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Swinburne, 
Swope, 
Symes, 
Tarsne 


v. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, 0. B. 
ompson 
Viele, 


Mr. HILL with Mr. Hous. 

Mr. SADLER with Mr. VAN ScHAICK. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. BraGoG with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. THomAs, of Tlinois. 

Mr. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. McKINLEy with Mr. MILLs. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. Kine with Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. Gipson, of West Virginia, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. HARMER. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. Wriison with Mr. HayNeEs. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. TURNER with Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. TURNER would vote 
“no,” and Mr. REED, of Maine, “ ay.” 

The following pairs were also announced: 

Mr. WILLIS with Mr. Stone, of Massachusetts, on all votes upon 
vetoes of pension bills. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. Henperson, of Illinois, for this day. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have voted in the negative, but desire to with- 
draw my vote, as I find I am paired with my colleague, Mr. HaRMES, 
who if present would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


TheSPEAKER. The House this morning, upon motion of the gentle 





in 


h- 
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man from Massachusetts [Mr. RocK WELL], considered and passed a bill 
authorizing the construction of a public building at Springfield, Mass. 
By agreement the amount originally stated in the bill was reduced from 
$150,000 to $125,000. Those figures occurred twice in the bill; but the 
clerk made the change in only one place. The Chair thinks the under- 
standing upon both sides of the House was that the amount should be 
reduced wherever it occurred, as it is the same sum and for the same 
purpose. If there be no objection the correction wii! be made before 
the bill is sent to the senate. 

There was no objection. 

JOHN W. FARRIS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next vetoed pension bill 


to be voted on under the order of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6136) granting a pension to John W. Farris. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of John W. Farris, late first lieutenant 
and adjutant of the Forty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, for disease of eyes, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill introduced by myself. I 
am aware that the ten minutes allowed for debate would not suffice for 
a proper explanation of this case, and that the House, in the closing 
hours of the session, is not disposed to listen to discussion. Believing 
that this bill can not at the present time receive a proper hearing, I 
move that its furtherconsideration be postponed until the next session. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill was introduced by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND], and was reported from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions by myself. Yesterday I called it up for consideration 
at the request of the claimant named in the bill. He is a resident at 
the home of the gentleman from Missouri, who has seen him since yes- 
terday. I hope the request will be granted and that the bill will go 
over until next session. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Missouri 
had better let it go over than have it defeated tor want of time to prop- 
erly consider it. 

The quest*#. being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND that the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill be postponed until next session, it was 
agreed to. 


PRINTING OF AGRICULTURAL REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on House resolution 2U1, re- 
lating to the printing of Agricultural Reports, Mr. RErp of North Car- 
olina, Mr. HatcH, and Mr. FARQUHAR. 


PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS, 


The SPEAKER also appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the resolution of the 
House proposing to print report of the Director of the Mint relating to 
the production of precious metals, Mr. Rerp of North Carolina, Mr. 
BLAND, and Mr. FARQUHAR. 


DAVID T. ELDERKIN. 


The next privileged business on the Calendar was a message from the 
President of the United States returning without his approval the bill 
(H. R. 5995) granting a pension to David T. Elderkin. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced 
by me, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and reported 
back favorably from that committee. It is a bill in which | feel deeply 
interested as well as my people, having been petitioned for by the peo- 

le of Black Hawk. I do not desire to have it considered at this time. 
wish to have a full opportunity to present it with all its merits to the 
House. I am not willing to have it considered under the ten-minute 


rule. I therefore move the postponement of the further consideration 
of this matter until December next. 


The motion was agreed to. 

SALLY ANN BRADLEY. 

The next privileged business on the Calendar wasa message from the 
President of the United States returning without his approval the bill 
(H. R. 5394) granting a pension to Sally Ann Bradley. 

Mr. MATSON. As will be seen by the Calendar this matter has al- 
ready been postponed until the second Tuesday in December next. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I did not hear the statement of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. MATSON. I merely stated this matter had already been post- 
poned until December next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], who 
had charge of this matter, obtained leave to go home, and he asked for 
the pees of this bill until the second Tuesday of December 
next, w was agreed to, and the matter has therefore been postponed 
until that time. 

MARY ANDERSON. 

The next privileged business on the Calendar was a message from the 
President of the United States returning without his approval the bill 
(H. R. 7436) granting a pension to Mary Anderson. 

Mr. THOMAS, of in. Mr. Speaker, I should not at thistime 





ask the House to consider this bill were it not for the fact that the widow 
of this soldier is in absolute destitution, and if she is not allowed a pen- 
sion now will become a public charge, with her eight little children. 
Believing it is a meritorious case, and that the President has been mis- 
taken in his veto, I wish in the limited time of ten minutes, which is 
all I have, to give the simple facts of the case. 

Richard Anderson, the soldier and the dead husband of this widowed 
claimant, was in the Army of the United States at the time of the 
breaking out of the rebellion. He was with General Twiggs in Texas. 
When that officer went into the rebellion this man and several of his 
comrades came to Saint Louis and reported to the military authorities. 
He served out his enlistment in the regular Army, and afterward en- 
listed in the Seventeenth Wisconsin Regiment, and was with that regi- 
ment in every battle during the whole war. He was honorably dis- 
charged, and came home afflicted with chronic diarrhea, He received 
a pension. His was not a mere hospital record. He was a brave soldier 
during the war. He asked for an increase of his pension. He was 
weak; he was feeble; he was at death’s door. He was sent to the board 
of surgeons 50 or 60 miles from home. Heshould not have gone alone, 
but he had no means to employ a nurse to take care of him. He was 
examined that evening at 9 o’clock by the surgeons. I have their cer- 
tificate here, and they say he was in a most pitiable condition. No 
surgeon or physician would say he could live for three months. After 
his examination he staggered half a mile from there at night and found 
the hotel where he was stopping locked up. He then staggered to the 
depot. He was seen there waiting for the train. He went out of the 
depot and probably fainted on the track or was too weak to get out of 
the way of a passing train. He was found the next morning dead, 
crushed and mangled by a passing train. This is the report of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. The committee say there were no 
circumstances which would serveas the basis for any contrary judgment. 

Mr. Speaker, the President said in his veto message that the only 
reason he vetoed this bill was because there were circumstances which 
would indicate suicide; that otherwise he would have approved the bill. 
I wish to say there are no circumstances indicating suicide. I have au- 
thorities here which say—and I read from the decisions of pension cases 
by the various Secretaries of the Interior—on page 379, as follows: 

** Pension laws should be construed and executed in the liberal and generous 
spirit which prompted their enactment, and when doubts can not be resolved 
by evidence presumptions should incline toward the claimants.’’ Following 
this view, in the case of a man who was found dead in his tent with a bullet 


wound in the head, the fact that he committed suicide can not be presumed; it 
must be proved before the claim of his widow for pension can be rejected. 


Yes, Mr. Speaker, the presumption, if one is indulged in, should go 
in favor of the soldier. Thisisthelaw. The law, sir, but follows the 
dictates of patriotism, of justice, and of commonsense. The presump- 
tion should go in favor of thesoldier. The lawis that you should never 
presume suicide in such acase. Secretary Delano and Secretary Harlan 
have so decided in the cases which I have cited where men have been 
found shot. 

In the case I have read to you they allowed a pension to the widow 
of this man found shot. The authorities are numerous and they are 
of one opinion, that suicide should never be presumed. Let me read 
to you from Lawson on Presumptive Evidence, pages 192 and 193: 

W is killed by a railroad engine. The presi mption is that W could not have 
escaped the peril if he had desired to. The instincts prompting the preserva- 
tion of life were said to be properly thrown into the scale of evidence, like the 
presumption of sanity and innocence. 

Again, he says: 

A person is found dead. Insuch case the party alleging suicide must prove it. 


The President must have adopted the presumption of suicide in order 
to have vetoed this bill under the circumstances connected with the 
case. He had no right to so presume; it is against the soldier; it is a 
presumption forbidden by law, and against the dictates of humanity. 

Mr. HERMANN. Were this man’s domestic relations happy with his 
family ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Perfectly so. He had a family of 
eight little children, and they loved and respected him, and he loved 
them as only a brave and honorable man loves wife and children; and 
his wife was glad to hear that a pension had been granted, and that the 
faithful services of her dead husband were remembered by the coun- 
try and that the bill had passed both House and Senate; and when the 
President vetoed it, turning all the presumptions against the dead sol- 
dier, the Committee on Invalid Pensions carefully re-examined the case 
and unanimously reported that it should be passed notwithstanding 
the objections of the President. The committee, sir, after a most care- 
ful and laborious re examination, repudiate the reasoning of the veto 
message. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. DolI understand you to say that it was 
unanimously reported ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Unanimously reported. No one for 
a moment doubted the propriety of it, as I understand, and the Presi- 
dent’s action is incomprehensible to them and to me, and is not sup- 
ported by the facts or by the presumptions of law or the ideas of justice. 
The President must have misapprehended the facts or deliberately 
placed the presumptions upon the wrong side. We can not presume 
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the President would intentionally do wrong; therefore we must con- 
clude he was mistaken. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Most certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. When was this man mustered into the 
service? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Five years before the rebellion. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Did he serve throughout the war? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Yes, sir; he came from Texas, where 
General Twiggs was stationed, to Saint Louis, and presented himselt 
to the military authorities there—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Was he drawing a pension himself when 
he died ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. When did he die? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. In 1882, 

This is a most meritorious case, and bis widow and children need this 
bounty of the Government badly. We have granted ions here to 
widows of officers from $30 to $50 a month and $2,000 a year where 
the officers have died, and not from any cause or disease connected with 
the Army, but in this case, as all the facts show, this man’s death is 
justly chargeable to the disease he contracted in the service. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me gsk my friend a question: What is 
the ground upon which the President vetoes this bill? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. He says he regards it as acase of sui- 
cide, or that the circumstances indicate suicide. But as the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions say, there were nocircumstances that indicated 
any such thing, but that his death is fairly attributable indirectly to 
his military service. They think that the accident could not have hap- 
pened if he had been in a suitable condition to have helped himself. 

The committee say: 

From the evidence in this case your committee think the death of this soldier 
is fairly attributable indirectly to his military service; that at the time of his 
death his condition, as the result of disease contracted in the service, was such 


that had the accident not happened he could not have long survived. We 
therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is, thelight of his life had been burned 
down to the socket in the military service of his country, and the flicker 
of it had been extinguished by the train? 

Mr. THOMAS, ot Wisconsin. Yes, sir, they say he could not have 
lived but a short time, even if he had not been killed by the train. He 
was almost entirely helpless and disabled. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope no political considerations will influence any 
gentleman here in preventing him from doing justice to this widow and 
her helpless children. She needs the money badly. Her husband lost 
his life from disease contracted in the service. This is the fair conclu- 
sion from all the facts. His widow and children in their misery and 
poverty, weep with broken hearts over the mistaken charge in the 
President's veto message that the husband and father committed 
suicide, and the entire community where Richard Anderson lived and 
was known are amazed that such a conclusion should have been 
reached by the President. I call upon you in the name of justice to 
take this stain off unjustly placed upon the memory of abrave and loyal 
soldier by the President. He did not deserve reproach when living; 
Jet us do justice to his memory now that he is dead. 

He was a faithful and brave soldier. He died for his country from 
disease contracted in the service; as much a sacrifice of his life for his 
country as though shot down upon the battlefield, and in my judg- 
ment the Pension Office ought to have granted the relief. Let us not 
only do justice to the memory of this brave soldier by denying the 
charge of suicide, but let us, I implore you, deal with this widow and 
these orphan children of a brave dead soldier as we have dealt with 
the widows and orphans of others who have sacrificed their lives for the 
country. Do nt, I pray you, let the President’s veto deter you from 
voting to grant to this poor woman and her children that which before 
Heaven is justly due from a g>ateful country to them for the sacrifice 
which they have made of husbanv. and father for the preservation of 
the country. 

a WISE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Where did he 
ie? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. At Sparta, in Wisconsin, about 50 
miles from where he lived. 

Mr. WISE. How did he die? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. He was crushed by a railroad train. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In what year? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. In 1882. 

The faets are, he went to be examined for an increase of and 
was examined, and the report showed that he was in a and most 
deplorable condition. In fact the report could read it was so 
terrible in its description and details. He went late at night about 
half a mile to a little hotel in the neighborhood of the depot in order to 
be om hand to go home on the next morning’s train. While there wait- 
ing for the train, the hotel being closed, he was killed on the railroad 
track. The committee find from the facts that his death was causeu by 
weakness resuliing from disease contracted in the Army, by which he 
was unable to get out of the way; and yet the President finds that the 
circumstances indicate suicide. 
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Mr. CROXTON. What is the amount of the pension? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. The ordinary amount fixed by the 
law, $12. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill appears to be reported back 
unanimously by the committee with the recommendation that it paxs. 
I was not present when the bill was called up for consideration in com- 
mittee, nor did I know that any such case was before the committee 
until it was called up in the House on yesterday. After some exani- 
nation I am disposed to think that the President’s veto ought to be sus- 
tained. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that if this bill becomes a law it w'\| 
establish the precedent that the widows of all men who are drawing 
pensions ought to be continued in their pensions without regard to the 
cause of death. That is a principle against which I have long con- 
tended. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
& unanimous ? 

Mr. MATSON. I say it so appears. I was not present at the time 
it was considered, and did not know there was such a bill until yes- 
terday. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then you appear against the bill? 

Mr. MATSON. Iam against the principle involved, believing it to 
be wrong. 

Now, this man was killed on the 7th day of February, 1882, by a rail- 
road train. There is no evidence upon the part of any one that the im- 
mediate cause of his death had anything to do with his service. The 
proposition is that because of some remote connection with the service 
the man met his death by reason of the fact that he was so debilitated 
and weak as to be unable to get out of the way of possible injury, or 
possibly that because of the fact of his horribly painful disease he de- 
termined to commit suicide. 

The committee itself I see says that possibly that might have been 
the case, and even in that view the claim ought to be allowed. Iam 
not disposed to talk on that proposition, because I am not disposed to 
combat it. I get behind that and place it on this principle, that the 
claim can not be allowed unless you proceed to say that the widows of 
all pensioners ought to have pensions continued. There is no pretense 
here that this man’s death had any relation to his service. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Were you not present in the commit- 
tee at the time when the original report was adopted? 

Mr. MATSON. I can not say. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. This report is unanimous. 

Mr. MATSON. Ihave said I do not recollect the case. I do not 
remember to have heard of it till it was brought up in the House yes- 
terday. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. The record seems to show you were in favor of 
this bill twice. 

Mr. MATSON. I have stated what the record shows. I do not re- 
member to have seen the report in this case until yesterday. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The inquiry is in regard to the first report on tle 
ease, which was favorable. 

Mr. MATSON. Ido not recollect; but even if I had favored it | 
would have a right to change my mind. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What we wish to find out is whether you hai 
always opposed this case, or whether you have changed your mini! 

Mr. MATSON. Iam responsible to myself in such matters. WV }icn 
I make up my mind I am apt to do it out of respect te my own conyi- 
tions and not these of any other gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We were trying to find out whether you were 
following that line or whether you had changed your convictions. 

Mr. MATSON. What I wish to say is that if this bill shall pass over 
the veto it establishes a principle that is wrong and vicious, and ¢)'°s 
a basis for the claim that because a man receives a pension bis \.\\ 
should have itafter hisdeath. The matter of charity touches the her 
but ean not reach the judgment of men on propositions to grant pc. 


sions. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the allow me? 

Mr. MATSON. I have been interrupted sufficiently, and decline 
be interrupted further, and I have agreed to yield a portion of my t ™° 
to my friend from Hilinois [Mr. Morrtsoy ]. 

The mere matter of charity can not be considered. It is not 1)! 
for Congress to consider these cases @ mere charitable stand pot. 
There must be some meritin the case outsideof the question of chi’. 

i i gentleman that because of mr 
pensioned by the Government 0! 

there is in this case. I yield the 

gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morgiso |. 

the gentleman yields will he allow me one 

moment. I want to know the dis\in~ 

@ bill which the President signed this =°~ 

: arm in the service. The Hous 

because her husband lost his !:'¢ 


to yield for a speech. 


I understood the gentleman to say that this was 
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Mr. BURROWS. The load fell over on him and he froze to death; 


and you granted a pension. 


Mr. MATSON. 


I willanswer the gentleman. I apprehend there was 
proof in that case—I do not remember it, but lapprehend there was proof 


connecting the disability with the death more than in this case. 


Mr. BURROWS. It wes assumed the man’s condition led to his 


death. 


Mr. MORRISON addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 


be accorded to other gentlemen. 


Mr. MORRISON. 


who asks it. 


Mr. MATSON. 
Mr. MORRISON. 


I ask for general leave. 


any gentleman who will ask it for himself. 


Mr. SMALLS. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks on 
the Hunter case. 


There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 


my remarks on the pending case. 
The SPEAKER. 


There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Shail this bill pass, the objections 
of the President to the contrary notwithstanding? 
question the Constitution requires that the yeas and nays shall be 


taken, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 95, not 


voting 107; as follows: 


YEAS—120. 
Allen, C. H, Fleeger, Long, 
Atkinson, Fuller, Louttit, 
Bayne, Funston, Lovering, 
B Geddes, Lyman, 
Bound Goff, Markham, 
Boutelle, Grout, Maybury, 
Brady, Guenther, McAdoo, 
Browne, T. M. Hale McComas, 
Brown, W. Ww. Hayden, McKenna, 
Brumm, Henderson, D.B, Millard, 
Buck, * Hepburn, Moffatt, 
Bunnell, Hermann, Morrill, 
Burleigh, Hiestand, Neece, 
Burrows, Hires, Negley, 
Butterworth, Hiscock, Nelson, 
Campbell, J. E. Hitt, O’ Neill, Charles 
Campbell, J. M. Holman, rne, 
Cannon, Holmes, Owen, 
Carleton, Hopkins, Parker, 
Collins, Howard, Payne, 
Conger, Jackson, Payson, 
Cooper, James, Perkins, 
Dav Johnson, F. A. Peters, 
Dingley, Kelley, Pettibone, 
Dorsey, Kleiner, Pindar, 
Eld . La Foliette, Piree, 
Ely, Laird, Plumb, 
Evans, Landes, Price, 
Everhart, Lindsley, Reed, T. B, 
Farquhar, Little, Rice, 
NAYS—S. 
Adams, J.J. Dargan, Johnston, T. D, 
Allen, J. M. Davidson, A. C. Jones, J. H. 
Ballen Dougherty, Jones, J.T. 
ie Dowdney, Laffoon, 
rry, Dunn, Lanham, 
Belmont, Eden, Lawler, 
Bennett, Fisher, Le Fevre, 
Bland, Forney, Lore, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Frederick, Lowry, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gay, Mahoney, 
Burnes, Glass, Martin, 
Bynum, Green, W.J. Matson, 
Cabell, Hall, McCreary, 
Caldwell, Halsell, MeMillin, 
Compbes, T.J. Harris, McRae, 
Catchings, Hatch, Morgan, 
Clements, Heard, Morrison, 
Cobb, Hemphill, Murphy, 
Cowles, Henderson,J.8S. Neal, 
Cox, Herbert, Outhwaite, 
Crisp, Hewitt, Peel, 
Cro Hudd, Perry, 
Culberson, Hutton, Pidecock, 
Daniel, ion, n, 
NOT VOTING—107. 
Adams, G. E. Caswell, Ford, 
Aiken, Clardy, Gallinger, 
Anderson, C. M, Compton, Gibson, C. H, 
Anderson, J. A. Comstock, Gibson, Eustace 
Arnot, Crain, Gilfillan, 
Baker, Curtin, Glover, 
Barbour, * Cutcheon, Green, R.S, 
Barksdale, Davenport, Grosvenor, 
Beach Davidson, R.H.M, Hammond, 
Blanchard, Dawson, Hanback, 
Bliss, Di aoe, 
Blount, Dockery, ynes, 
Boyle, Dunham, ppendecson, 7. 
Bragg, ’ enley, 
Brown, . E. Ermentrout, ill, 
Felton, Houk, 
a Findlay, Johnston, J. T. 
, Foran, Ketcham, 


I hope the same privilege of extension will 


I consent that it be accorded to any gentleman 


I object. I donot object to leave being given to 


I may want the privilege of extending 


If there be no objection leave will be granted. 


And upon that 


Rockwell, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Sessions, 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Swinburne, 
Symes, 
Taulbee, 
Thomas, 0. B. 
Thompson, 
‘Townshend, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J.B. 
Weber, 

West, 

White, A.C, 
Whiting, 
Wolford, 
Woodburn, 
Worthington. 


Reid, J. W. 
Riggs, 
Sayers, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin, 
Swope, 
Trigg, 
Turner, 
Van Eaton, 
Viele, 
Wallace, 
Ward, J. H. 
Ward, T. B, 
Wheeler, 
Wilkins, 
Wise. 


King, 
Lehlbach, 
Libbey, 
McKinley, 
Merriman 
Miller, 


Milliken, 
Mills, 


ra, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Phelps, 













Randall, Seney, Tarsney, Van Schaick, 
Ranney, Skinner, Taylor, E. B, Wade, 
Reese, Spriggs, Taylor, I. H. Wadsworth, 
Richardson, Steele, Taylor, J. M. Wellborn, 
Robertson, Stewart, J. W. Taylor, Zach. White, Milo 
togers, Stone, E. F. Thomas, J. R. Willis, 
Ryan, Stone, W.J., Ky. Throckmorton, Wilson, 
Sadler, Stone, W.J., Mo. Tillman, Winans 
Scott, Storm, Tucker, 
On motion of Mr. BURROWS, the reading of the names of members 


voting was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. HAYN&Es, until further notice. 

Mr. SToNE, of Kentucky, with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiina 
remainder of the day. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, for the remainder of the 
day. 


, for the 


mainder of the day. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. McKINLEY, I am 
authorized to say, would, if present and not paired, vote ‘‘ay’’ on this 
question, and would likewise have voted ‘‘ay’’ on the passage of the 
other vetoed bills voted on to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question 120 gentlemen have voted in 
the affirmative and 95 in the negative. Two-thirds not having voted 
in the affirmative the House refuses to pass the bill. 


INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 


Mr. REAGAN. I call up the special order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 


Mr. REAGAN. I demand the previous question upon the adoption 
of the amendment reported from the Committee on Commerce and 
upon ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it 
we are now to vote upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from New York. 

The SPEAKER. That has been voted upon already by yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

sed? 

The SPEAKER. It is the amendment reported from the Committee 
on Commerce as a substitute for the Senate bill. Upon that the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] demands the previous question. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish the gentleman would not 
call the previous question just atthis moment. ‘There are two or three 
amendments that I would like to offer, and I propose to offer them in 
good faith and with the hope that this House may adopt them. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would be glad to accommodate my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. O’ NEILL] and other gentlemen, but this subject has 
been discussed for the last ten years. The bill has togo to a conference 
at all events, and these suggestions can be made in conference. It is 
necessary to get the bill out of the way of other bills that are pending, 
and therefore I think I must insist on the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. But the difficulty is that we can not 
get these amendments that we propose before the committee of confer- 
ence, and if the gentleman is so anxious to get his bill into conference, 
I do not think that the delay of half an hour orso to have some amend- 
ments offered, which may be considered by the conferees of the two 
Houses, would put him back very far. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Every proposition can be brought before the com- 
mittee of conference, because we propose to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert this amendment as a substitute. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We have not discussed the details of this 
bill at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is open to amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope my colleague [ Mr. O’ NEILL] will yield and let 
this go to a committee of conference. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Oh, you hope your colleague will 
yield! Your colleague will not yield. : 

Mr. REAGAN. Regular order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It is only asa matter of grace that 
the gentleman from Texas [| Mr. REAGAN] gets his bill up here to-day— 
by the grace given him by this side of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the gentleman 
from Texas demands the previous question. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
nity to adopt amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Texas insists on his demand 
for the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and there 
were—ayes 92, noes 55. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. O’ NEIL, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
REAGAN were appointed. 


What is the amendment now pro- 


And declines to give an opportu- 


I make the point that no quorum 
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Mr. REAGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
159, nays 57, not voting 106; as follows: 


YEAS—159. 
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Allen, J. M, 
Ballentine, 
Barnes, 
Barry, 
Bayne, 
Bennett, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 
Brady, 


Breckinridge, C. R. 


Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Carleton, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cox, 
Crisp, 
Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Daniel, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, A.C. 
Dockery, 
te o 
ugherty, 
Dowdney, 


Adams, J.J. 
Allen, C. H, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Boutelle, 
Browne, T. M. 
Buck, 

Bunnell, 
Burleigh, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Davis, 
Dingley, 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M, 
Anderson, J. A. 
Arnot, 
Atkinson, 


Dunn, 
Eden, 
Kldredge, 
Findlay, 
Fisher, Lawler, 
Foran, Le Fevre, 
Ford, Little, 
Forney, Louttit, 
Frederic’:, Lovering, 
Fuller, Lowry,, 
Funston, Martin, 
Gay, Matson, 
Geddes, Maybury, 
Glass, McAdoo, 
Glover, McCreary, 
Goff, McKenna, 
Green, W. J. MeMillin, 
Grout, McRae, 
Guenther, Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Murphy, 
Neal, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Norwood, 
O Ferrall, 


Laffoon, 
La Follette, 
Landes, 
Tanham, 


Hemphill, 
Henderson, D.B. Outhwaite, 
Herbert, Parker, 
Hitt, Payson, 
Holman, Peel, 
Holmes, Perry, 
Hopkins, Peters, 
Howard, Pideock, 
Hadd, Pindar, 
Hutton, Price, 
James, Randall, 
Johnston, T. D. Reagan, 
Jones, J. H. Reid, J. W. 
Jones, J.T, Richardson, 
Kleiner, Riggs, 
NAYS—57. 

Ely, Mahoney, 
Evans, McComas, 
Everhart, Merviman, 
Farquhar, Millard, 
Gilfillan, Moffatt, 
Harmer, O'Neill, Charles 
Hayden, 
Henderson, J.8. 
Hewitt, 
Hiestand, 
Hiscock, 
Johnson, F. A. 
Kelley, 
Long, 
Lyman, 

NOT VOTING—106. 


Lehibach, 
Libbey, 
Lindsley, 
Lore, 
Markham, 
McKinley, 


Baker, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 


Miller, 


Rockwell, 
Roweil, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 

Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Springer. 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin 
Stone, W.J .» Ky. 
Struble, 
Swope, 
Symes, 
Taulbee 
Taylor, Zach. 
Townshend, 
Trigg, 
Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele, 
Wallace, 
Ward, J. H. 
Ward, T. B. 
Warner, A. J. 
Weaver, A.J. 
Weaver, J.B. 
Weber, 
Wheeler, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, 
Wise, 
Wolford, 
Woodburn, 
Worthington. 


Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Strait, 
Swinburne, 


Warner, William 
w 


est. 
White, A. ©, 
Whiting. 


JULY 30, 


The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the substi- 
tute proposed by the Committee on Commerce for the bill of the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. According to my understanding the amendment 
proposed by the committee is to strike out all after the enacting clause 
of the Senate bill and adopt the bill of the committee. If that prop- 
osition be voted down shall we then have a vote on the Senate bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The vote is now on the Senate bill practically. 
The question is between the Senate bill and the substitute reported by 
the Committee on Commerce. ' 

Mr. BURROWS. There will be no further vote? 

The SPEAKER. There will be a further vote, of course, on the 

of whatever bill may be agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I mean if the substitute be voted down? 

The SPEAKER. Then the vote would be on ordering the Senate 
bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. A negative vote upon the present question 
is in favor of the Senate bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The question is now onagreeing to the sub- 
stitute proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JACKSON and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
134, nays 104, not voting 84; as follows: 


YEAS—134. 


Laird, Seymour, 
Ballentine, Landes, Shaw, 

Barnes, Lanham, Singleton, 
Barry, Le Fevre, Skinner, 
Bennett, Little, Snyder, 
Blanchard, Lore, Sowden, 

Bland, i Lowry, Springer, 
Blount, Martin, Stewart, Charles 
Boyle, Matson, St. Martin 
Breckinridge, C. R. Geddes, McAdoo, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gibson, C. H. McComas, Struble, 
Brumm, Glass, McCreary, Swope, 
Burnes, Glover, MeMillin, ‘Tarsney, 
Bynum, Goff, McRae, Taulbee, 

Cabell, Morgan Thomas, O. B. 
Caldwell, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 


Allen, J. M. Eden, 


Harris, 


Hatch, 
Heard, O’Ferrall, 
Hemphill, Outhwaite, 
Henderson, D. B. Payson, 
Henderson, J.S. Peel, 
Herbert, Perry, 
Holman, Pidcock, 
Howard, Pindar, 
Hudd, Price, 
Hutton, Randall, 
Irion, Reagan, 
Johnston, T. D. Reid, J. W. 
Jones, J. H. Richardson, 
Jones, J. T. Riggs, 
Kleiner, Sayers, 
Laffoon, Seney, 
NAYS—104. 


Dougherty, 
Dowdney, 


La Follette, 
Lawler, 
i 
ng, 
Lovering, 


Reed, T. B. 


Rice, 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 


Blanchard, 
Bound, 
Haynes, 


Bragg. lay: 
Breck a T.J. 
Brewn,C, Henley, 
Buchanan, Hepburn, 
Candler, Hermann, 
Caswell, Hill, 

Comstock, Hires, 

Cowles, Houk, 

Crain, Irion, 

Curtin, Jackson, 
Cutcheon, Johnston, J.T. 
Davenport, Ketcham, 
Davidson, R.H.M,. King, 

Dawson, Laird, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jonn- 
STON] and I were paired on the vetoed pension bills, but on the inter- 
state-commerce bill we are not paired. On this question I have voted 
in the affirmative, and he, if present, would vote in the same way. 

Mr. SOWDEN. My colleague [Mr. ERMENTROUT] was called away 
from the city last evening on account of important business, and de- 
sired me to ask that he be granted indefinite leave of absence. If he 
were present, he would vote for what is known as the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, indefinite leave of ab- 
sence will be granted to the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Er- 
MENTROUT]. 

There was no objection. ; 

On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Sessions, 

. ner, 
Stahinecker, 
Stone, E. F. 
Strait, 
Swinburne, 
Symes, 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thompson, 


Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Warner, Willian 
Weber, 


West, 
White, A. C. 
Whiting, 
Woodburn. 


Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Murphy, 


O'Donnell, 
O’ Hara, 
— 
Ps, 
Ranney, 
Reese 
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Scott, Stone, W.J.,Mo. Thomas, J. R. Wade, 

8p Storm, Throckmorton, Wadsworth, 
locke Taylor, E. B. Tillman, Wellborn, 
Stephenson, Taylor, I. H. Tucker, White, Milo 
Stewart, J. W. Taylor, J. M. Van Schaick, Winans. 


So the substitute was agreed to. 
During the roll-call, 


On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent the reading of 


the names.was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. REAGAN demanded the previous question on the passage of the 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to move to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions to report forthwith the following amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I reserve all points of order on that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The time to make points of order is after it has 
been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is why I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. BAKER. I think we will save time if I am permitted to state 
briefly the difference between this and the bill reported by the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. PAYSON. Let it be read first. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 

Mr. BAKER. I wish to call attention of the House to the fact that 
the gentleman from Texas who was so anxious to have this read through 
is not paying attention to it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have read it several times and know it well and 
did not demand the reading of it. 


The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will preserve order while the Clerk is 


reading. 
Mr. LAWLER. I ask by unanimous consent to dispense with the 
further reading. 

Objection was made. 


The reading of .the motion to recommit was then concluded, as fol- 
lows: 


An act to regulate commerce; to create an interstate commerce commission 
and prescribe its power and duties, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of ‘ives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the provisions of this act shall apply toany com- 
mon carrier or carriers engaged in the transportation of passengers or property 
wholly by railroad, or partly by railroad and partly by water when Seth ane 
used, under a common control, management, or arrangement, for a continuous 
ca or shi t, from one State or Territory of the United States to any 
other or ae of the United States, or from any place in the United 
States to an adjacent foreign country, or from any place in the United States 
through a foreign country to any other place in the United States, and also to 
the transportation in like manner of property shipped from any place in the 
United States to a foreign country and carried from such place toa port of trans- 
een shipped from a foreign country to any place in the United States 

carried to such place from a port of entry either in the United States or an 
adjacent foreign country : , however, That the provisions of this act shall 
not apply to the transportation of passengers or property, or to the receiving, 
delivering, storage, or handling of property, wholly within one State or Terri- 
tory, and not shipped to or from a foreign country from or to such State or Terri- 
tory as afevenaid. 
term “ railroad ” as used in this act shall include all bridges and ferries 
used pA see ong connection with any railroad, and the term “ transporta- 
tion” include all instrumentalities of shipment or carriage. 

All charges made for any service rendered or to be rendesed in the transpor- 
tation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or in connection therewith, or for 
the receiving, delivering, storage, or handling of such property, shall be reason- 
able and just; and every unjust and unreasonable for such service is 
prohibited and declared to be unlawful. 

Sec, 2. That cr common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, 
= ees indi ere, any -~ rate, rebate, whack, or other Savion, 

or ve from any person or persons a greater or less 
com for any service rendered, or to be rendered, in the transportation 
of passengers or property, oe the visions of this act, than it charges, 
demands, collects, or receives any r person or persons for doing for him 
or them a like and contem ous service in the rtation of a like kind 
of traffic under substantially similar circumstances and conditions, such com- 
shall be deemed guilty of unjust discrimination, which is hereb 
prohibited and declared to be unlawful; and any common carrier who shail 
violate the provisions of this section as aforesaid shali be liable to all persons 
who have been charged a higher rate than was charged any other person or per- 
sons for the difference between such higher rate and the lowest rate charged 
upon like shipments aaa Ge same period; or if such lower rate was made 
time contract or understanding, the said common carrier shall be liable 
a like rebate or drawback to all other shippers over the same route be- 
the same points who have shi goods during the time that such con- 
or understanding was in operation. 
it be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the pro- 
act, to make or give any undue or unreasonable preference or 
to any particular person, company, firm, corporation, or locality, or 
description of et in any eee or to eneee any 
person. company, firm, corporation, or locality, or any particular 
of traffic to any undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage 
carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, according to 
aa ee all reasonable and proper facilities for the inter- 
their respective lines, and for the receiving, forward- 
and property to and from their several lines 
; but no such common carrier shall be required 
or terminal facilities to another carrier engaged in 
So 1 willfully violate wo — 
person or persons injured thereby 
violation. 
for any common carrier subject to the provis- 
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ions of this act to charge or receive any greater compensation in the aggregate for 
the transportation of passengers or of like kind of property, under substantially 
similar cireumstances and conditions, for a shorter than for a longer distance 
over the same line, in the same direction, and from the same original point of 
departure or to the same point of arrival; but this shall not be construed as au- 
thorizing any common carrier within the terms of this act to charge and re- 
ceive as great compensation for a shorter as for a longer distance: Provided, 
however, That upon application to the commission appointed under the provis- 
ions of this act, such common carrier may, in special cases, be authorized to 
charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the transportation of pas- 
sengers or property; and the commission may from time to time make general 
rules exempting such designated common carrier in such special cases from the 
operation of this section of this act; and when such exceptions shall have been 
made and published they shall, until changed by the commission or by law, 
have like force and effect as though the same had been specified in this section. 

Any common cafrier who shall violate the provisions of this section of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of extortion, and shall be liable tothe person or per- 
sons against whom any such excessive charge was made for all damages ovca- 
sioned by such violation. 

Sec. 5. That every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, 
within sixty days after the appointment of the commission hereinafter provided 
for, file with said commission appointed under the provisions of this act copies 
of its tariffs of rates and fares and charges relating to all classes of traffic af- 
fected by the provisions of this act, including classifications and terminal 
charges which in any wise change, affect, or determine any part of the aggre- 
gate of such rates and fares and charges, and from time to time all changes 
made in the same. Such rates, fares, charges, and classifications shall be made 
public by such common carriers so far as may, in the judgment of the commis- 
sion, be deemed practicable ; and said commission shall from time to time pre- 
scribe the measure of publicity which shall be given to such rates, fares, charges, 
and classifications, or to such part of them as it may deem it practicable for such 
common carriers to publish, and the places in which they shall be published. 

And when any common carrier shall have established and published its rates, 
fares, charges, and classifications, or any part of the same, in compliance with 
the provisions of this section, it shall be unlawful for such common carrier to 
charge, demand, coliect, or receive from any person or persons @ greater or less 
compensation than is set forth and specified in such published rates, fares, 
charges, and classifications, until the same shall have been changed as herein- 
after provided. But nothing in this act shall prevent the principal officers of 
any railroad company or companies from exchanging passes or tickets with 
other railroad companies for their officers and employés. No advance in such 
published rates, fares, charges, and classifications shall be made except after 
ten days’ public notice, but reductions in the same may be made without pre- 
vious public notice; and the commission shall prescribe the manner in which 
notice of advances and reductions in such published rates, fares, charges, and 
of changes in classifications shall be given. 

In cases where passengers and freight traffic pass over lines or routes oper- 
ated by more than one common carrier, and the several common carriers oper- 
ating such lines or routes establish joint tariffs of rates or fares or charges, it 
shall be deemed a compliance with the requirements of this section in respect 
to the filing of such tariffs if copies of such joint tariffs shall be filed by any one 
of said common carriers, and the same shall then be published by the common 
carriers who are parties thereto, in compliance with the provisions of this sec- 
tion; but no common carrier party to any such joint tariff shall be liable for the 
failure of any other common carrier party thereto to observe and adhere to the 
rates, fares, or charges tlius made and published. 

If any common carrier shal! neglect or refuse to file or publish its tariffs of 
rates, fares, and charges as provided in this section, or any part of the same, 
such common carrier shall be subject to a writ of mandamus, to be issued by 
any circuit court of the United States within the jurisdiction where the princi- 

al office of said common carrier is situated, and if such common carrier be a 
oreign corporation, in the judicial circuit wherein such common carrier accepts 
traffic and has an agent to perform such service, to compel compliance with the 
aforesaid provisions of this section; and such writ shall issue in the name of the 
people of the United States, at the relation of the commissioners appointed 
under the provisions of this act; and failure to comply with its requirements 
shall be punishable as and for a contempt; andthe said commissioners, as com- 
plainants, may also apply, in any such circuit court of the United States, fora 
writ of injunction against such common carrier, to restrain such common car- 
rier from receiving or transporting property among the several States and Ter- 
ritories of the United States, or between the United States and adjacent foreign 
countries, or between ports of transshipmentand of entry and the several States 
and Territories of the United States, as mentioned in the first section of this 
act, until such common carrier shall have complied with the aforesa:! provis- 
ions of this section of this act; and for any willful violation or failure to com- 
ply with the aforesaid provisions of this section the court may award such costs, 

neluding counsel fees, by way of penalty,on the return of said writs, and aiter 
due deliberation thereon, to the commissioners aforesaid,as may be just. 

Sec. 6. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the pro- 

visions of this act to enter into any combination, contract, or agreement, ex- 
pressed or implied, to prevent, by change of time schedule, carriage in different 
cars, or by other means or devices, the carriage of freights from being continu- 
ous from the place of shipment to the place of destination; and no break of 
bulk, stoppage, or interruption made by such common carrier shall prevent the 
carriage of freights from being and being treated as one continuous carriage from 
the place of shipment to the place of destination, unless such break, stoppage, or 
interruption was made in good faith for some necessary purpose, and without 
any intent to avoid or unnecessarily interrupt such continuous carriage or to 
evade any of the provisions of this act. 
Src. 7. That any common carrier who shall willfully do, cause to be done, or 
permit to be done any of the acts, matters, or things in this act declared to be 
unlawful shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction 
thereof in any district court of the United States within whose jurisdiction 
such offense was committed, be subjeet to afine of not more than $5,000 for each 
offense: Provided, however, That whenever such common carrier is a corpora- 
tion, any officer, agent,or person connected therewith who shall be guilty of 
any such violation of this act shall be personally liable as and for a misde- 
meanor, and, upon conviction thereof in any district court of the United States 
within whose jurisdiction such offense was committed, shall be subject toa fine 
of not more than $5,000 for each offense. 

Sec. 8. That for the purpose of providing for the regulation of commerce 
among the several States and Territories,and to carry into effect and execute 
the provisions of this act a commission is hereby created and established to be 
known as the interstate commerce commission, which sail be composed of 
nine commissioners, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, one of whom shal! be selected from each ju- 
dicial circuit of the United States. Three of the commissioners first appointed 
under this act shall continue in oflice for terms of two years, three for four 
years, and three for six years, the respective terms to be designated by the Pres- 
ident; but their successors shall be appointed for terms of six years, except that 
any person chosen to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for the unexpired 
term of the commissioner whom he shall succeed. Any commissioner may be 
removed by the President for incompetency or malfeasance in office. Vacan- 
cies occasioned by removal, resignation, or other cause shall be filled by the 
President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. And not more 
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than five shall belong to the same political party. Said commissioners shall be 


* first appointed within thirty days after the passage of this act, and shall be legal 


residents of the State from which they sball respectively be appointed. At least 
three of the commissioners to be first appointed under this act shall be experi- 
enced in railroad affairs, and at least three of their number shall be learned in 
the law, and at least three of their number shal! be experienced in commercial 
or agricultural business. And no person in the employ of or holding any official 
relation to any railroad company or other transportation com: or corporation, 
or who is in any manner interested in any firm or cupaadian avin business 
relations with any railroad or other transportation company or corporation, or 
who is engaged in any other business vocation, shall be eligible to act as a com- 
missioner, Said commissioners shall, before entering upon their duties as such, 
take and subscribe the constitutional oath of office and be sworn to the due and 
faithful performance of the duties thereof; and any five of said commissioners 
shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of any of the duties or business of 
said commission, and may hold meetings thereof at any ttme or place within 
the United States or Territories and in the District of Columbia. All examina- 
tions or investigations provided for by this act may be held and taken by and 
before any one of said commissioners if so ordered and directed by said com- 
mission, but the proceedings and decisions of said single commissioner therein 
shall not be deemed final and conclusive until approved and confirmed by said 
com mission. 

Sec. 9 That the commission hereby created shall have authority to inquire 
into the management of the business of all common carriers to the 
visions of this act, and shall keep itself informed as to the manner and od 
in which the same is conimanant shall have the right to obtain from such 
common earriers full and complete information necessary to enable the com- 
mission to perform the duties and carry out the objects for which it was created ; 
and for the purposes of this act the commission shal! have power to require the 
attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of all books, papers, 
tariffs, contracts, agreements,and documents relating to any matter under in- 
vestigation, and tothat end may invoke the aid of any court of the United States 
in requiring the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of 
books, papers, and documents under the provisions of this section. 

And any of the cireuit courts of the United States within the jurisdiction of 
which such inquiry is carried on may, in case of contumacy or to obey a 
subpeena issued to any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or 
other person, issue an order requiring such common carrier or other person to 

r before said commission (and produce books and papers if so ordered) and 
iteaviiense touching the matter in question; and any failure to obey such 
of the court may be punished by said court as for a contempt thereof. 

Sec. 10. That any person, firm, corporation, or association, or any mercantile, 
agricultural, or manufacturing society, or any body-politic or municipal organ- 
ization complaining of anything done or omitted to be done by any common 
carrier subject to the provisions of this act in contravention of the provisions 
thereof, may apply to said commission by petition, which shall briefly state the 
facts; whereupon a statement of the charges thus made shall be forwarded by 
the commission to such common carrier, who shall be called upon to satisfy the 
complaint or to answer the same in writing within a reasonable time, to be speci- 
fled by the commission. If such common carrier, within the time ed, 
shall make reparation for the injury alleged to have been done, carrier 
shall be relieved of liability to the nant only for the particular violation 
of law thus complained of. If such shall not satisfy the complaint within 
the time specified, or there shall appear to be any reasonable ground inves- 
tigating said com nt, it shall be the duty of the commission to investigate 
the matters complained of in such manner and by such means as it shall deem 


proper. 

Said commission shall in like manner investigate any complaint forwarded 
by the railroad commissioner or railroad commission of any State or Territory, 
at the request of such commissioner or commission,and may institute any in- 
quiry on its own motion in the same manner and to the same effect as though 
complaint had been made. 

Satd commission may in like manner investigate any differences, disagree- 
ments, controversies, or disputes that may at any time exist or arise between any 
railroad company or corporation and the és thereof, and in case of any 
differences or disagreements involving the hours of,or the compensation for, 
labor by the employés of any railroad company or corporation, said commission 
shall immed upon a them, from a duly recognized 
of such employés of any such railroad or company of a statement 
in writing of the differences existing and of the demands or requests made, pro- 
ceed to investigate and determine the same, exercising therefor all the powers 
conferred by section 9 of this act, and the decision or award of such commission 
odedian mite Rien enna : tthe usual oo 

or preven! oper- 
ation of such railroad and the prosecution of the business thereof as fully and 
freely as if no differences existed. 

No complaint shall at any time be dismissed because of the absence of direct 
damage to the complainant. 

Sec. 11. That whenever an investigation shall be made by said commission 
it shall be its duty to make a report in writing in respect thereto, which shall in- 
elude the findings of fact upon which the conclusions of the commission are 
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the matter, on such short notice to the common carrier complained of as tig 
court shall deem reasonable; and such notice may be served on such common, 
carrier, his or its officers, agents, or servants, in such manner as the court s},,)| 
direct ; and said court shall proceed to hear and determine the matter speed)|y 
as a court of equity, and without the formal pleadings and proceedings appli. 
cable to ordinary suits in equity, but in such mauneras to do justice in the ))-.-),). 
ises; and to this end such court shall have power, if it think fit, to direct an4 
prosecute, in such mode and by such persons as it may appoint, al! suc}; ;,.. 
uiries as the court may think needful to enable it to form a just judgment |, 
the matter of such petition ; and on such hearing the report of said comm is<i,,, 
shall be prima facie evidence of the matters therein stated; and if it be mace (, 
appear to such court, on such hearing or on report of any such person or p¢>. 
sons, that the lawful order or requirement of said commission drawn in qu: 
tion has been violated or disobeyed, it shall be lawful for such court to is- . 
writ of injunction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise, to res( rai, 
such common carrier from further continuing such violation or disobed io) 
of such order or requirement of said commission, and enjoining obedience ,, 
the same; and in case of any disobedience of any such writ of injunction or 
other proper process, mandatory or otherwise, it shall be lawful for such «0 .; 
to issue writs of attachment, or — other process of said court incident or ap. 
plicable to writs of injunction or proper process, mandatory or otherwise 
inst such common carrier, and ifa corporation, against one or more of t\- 
officers, or agents, of the same, or against — owner, lessee, truste: 
receiver, or other person failing to obey such writ of injunction or other propery 
process, mandatory or otherwise; and said court may, if it shall think fit, make ay 
order directing such common carrier or other person so disobeying such writ .{ 
injunction or other process, mandatory or otherwise, to pay such sum of 
money not exceeding for each carrier er person in default the sum of $500 for 
every day after a day to be named in the order that such carrier or other person 
shall fail to obey such injunction or other proper process,isandatory or otherwise; 
and such moneys shall be payable as the court shall direct, either to the party 
complaining, or into court to abide the ultimate decision of the court, or into ti. 
Treasury , and payment thereof may, without prejudice to any other mode o/ 
recovering the same, be enforced attachment or order in the nature of a writ 
of execution, in like manner as if the same had been recovered by a final decree 
in in such court. When the subject in dispute shall be of the value of 
$2,000 or more, either posty te such proceeding before said court may appeal to 
the oe Court ofthe United States, under the same regulations now pro- 
vided by law in respect of security for such appeal; but such shall not 
operate to stay or supersede the order of the court or the ex of any writ 
or process thereon; and such court may, in every such matter, order the pay- 
ment of such costs and counsel fees as shall be deemed reasonable. Whenever 
y such petition shall be filed or presented by the commission it shall be the 
duty of the district attorney, under the direction of the Attorney-General of tle 
United States, to prosecute the same; and the cost and expenses of such pro<°- 
cution shall be paid out of the appropriation for the expenses for the courts o/ 
the United States. For the purposes of this act, excepting its provision: 
the circuit courts of the United States shall be deemed to be al ways in sessi: 
i4. That the commission may conduct its proceedings in such manner: 
will best conduce to the proper dispatch of business and to the ends of justic: 
A majority of the commission sha!l constitute a quorum for the transaction of 
business, but no commissioner shall participate in any hearing or proceeding, in 
which he has any pecuniary interest. Said com may, from time to time 
make or amend such general rules or orders as may be requisite for the order 
of proceedi before it, including forms of notices and the ser\- 
as nearly as may be, to those in use in the 
mee appear before said commission ani 
attorney. : very vote and — —— the commis- 
record, and its proceedings shal pu upon the re- 
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each year, make a report to the Secretary of the Interior, which shall be by him 
transmitted to Congress, and copies of which shall be distributed as are the other 
reports issued from the Interior Department. This report shall contain such 
information and data collected by the commission as may be considered of value 
in the determination of connected with the regulation of commerce, 
together with such recommendations as to additional legislation relating thereto 
as the commission may deem necessary. 

Src, 19. That the said commission shali specially inquire into that method of 
railroad management or combination known as pooling, and shall report to 
Congress, what, if any, legislation is advisable and expedient upon that subject. 

Src. 20, That nothing in this act shall apply to the carriage, storage, or hand- 
ling of property free or at reduced rates for the United States, State, or munici- 
pal governments, or for charitable purposes, or to or from fairs and expositions 
fur exhibition thereat, or the issuance of mileage, excursion, or commutation 
passenger tickets; nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit an. com- 
mon carrier from giving reduced rates to ministers of religion; and nothing in 
this act con’ shall in any way abridge or alter the remedies now at law 
provided, but the provisions of this act are in addition to such remedies, But 
no person, association, or corporation shallat the same time prosecute any com- 
plaint before said commission and pursue his or its remedy at law; and lodging 
a complaint before such commission shall suspend, until the same is disposed 
of, the common-law remedy ; and it is a provided that no pending liti- 

between railroad companies shall in any way be affected by this act: 

ided, That the time when any common-law remedy shall be suspended 

under this section shall not be counted under any statute of limitation against 
such remedy. 

Sec. 21. That no person or corporation shall have authority to engage in inter- 
state commerce after three months from the passage of this act without having 
procured a license for that purpose from the board of commissioners herein 
provided for, and one of the conditions of such license shall be the acceptance 
of this act person or and of such regu!ations as said board 
muy lawfully make in pursuance thereof. And where any route over which 
interstate commerce shall be carried between the several States and Territories 
of the United States includes as a part thereof a railway or water route outside 
of the United States, no license shall issue for the transportation of interstate 
commerce over such route, unless the railway company or companies control- 
ling the portions of such route situated within the United States become re- 

nsible for and guarantee the observance by those controlling the portion of 
the toute outside thereof of the terms and conditions of such license. And 
when any transportation company or companies shall aoa contee between any 
points over a route or routes located entirely within one in competition 
with other companies whose lines between said points are located in more than 
one Staie, such company shall, as a condition-precedent to the granting of such 
———, agree to the rates between such points and post schedules 
the in the manner prescribed in, and be subject to the provisions of the sixth 
section of this act. Such license shall be renewable each year, and may be sus- 
pended by the said board for cause after full hearing, and upon the final judg- 
ment of a court of competent jurisdiction 9 be revoked by the said board for 
a violation of its terms or of provisions of this act: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not ly to passenger traffic. 

Sec, 22. ‘Tha? the sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated for the use and pur- 
poses of this «ct for the fiscal year ending June 30, A. D. 1887, and the interven- 
ing time anterior thereto. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to be per- 
mitted to explain briefly the changes in the pending proposition from 
the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave toobject, because if the gentleman from New 
York be heard what he will say will render necessary remarks on the 
part of other members. 

Mr. LONG. Give him five minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I must object. 

The question recurred on the motion to recommit. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 109. 

Mr. BAKER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed, as tellers, Mr. REAGAN and Mr. BAKER. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We might just as well have the yeas and 
nays at once. 


Mr. PAYSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
70, nays 158, not voting 94; as follows: 


YEAS—70. 
Adams, J. J. Findlay, Markham, 8 b 
Bingham, \ MeKenna, Stahinecker, 
Bound Gilfillan, Millard, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Hayden, Moffatt, Stone, E. F. 
Buck," Hicstand, O'Neill, Charles Swink 
Bunnell, Hiscock, Guborns, a 
Burleigh, = — a, oO. B, 
Campbell, J. a Price, Wait’ 
: ce, t. 
Campbell,T. J. Kelley, Reed, T. B. Weber, 
Cannon, Rice, West, 
Davis, La Follette, Rockwell, White, A.C. 
Bly, Lindsley, Romeis, Whiting 
Everhart, Louttit, ieodema” a 
Farquar, Lyman, Smalls, 
NAYS—158. 
Alien, J. M, T. M. Dock 
Ballentine, Brown, W. W. a ) 
Barnes, Brumm, Conger, Dougherty, 
me — << = 
Belmont, um, Eden, 
Cabell, -Cox, Eldredge, 
Bennett, ——t Crain, Foran, 
Blanchard, ¥F Crisp, Ford, 
Bland, Campbell, J.E. Croxton, Forney, 
Blount, ection, Culberson, F 
oR Daniel, —— 
Clar dy ; unston, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Clements, Dav , AC, y, 


Geddes, Jones, J.T. 
Gibson, C, HL Kleiner, 
Glass, Laffoon 
Glover, Laird, 
Goff, Landes, 
Green, W. J. Lanham, 
Grout, Lawler, 
Guenther, Le Fevre, 
Hale, Little, 
Hall, Lore, 
Halsell, Lovering, 
Harris, Lowry, 
Hatch, Martin, 
Heard, Matson, 
Hemphill, Maybury, 
Henderson,D.B. McAdoo, 


Henderson, J.8. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Herbert, 


McComas, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 


Holman, McRae, 
Holmes, Morgan, 
Howard, Morrill, 
Hudd, Morrison, 
Hutton, Muller, 
Irion, Murphy, 
Johnston, T. D, Neal, 
Jones, J. H. Norwoud, 


O’Ferrall, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Outhwaite, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Peters 
Pidcock, 
Plumb, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reid, J. W. 
Richardson, 
Riggs, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 

Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin, 


NOT VOTING—4. 


Adams, G. E. Dibble, 
Aiken, Dingley, 
Allen, C. H. Dowdney, 
Anderson, C. M. Dunham, 


Anderson, J. A. Elisberry, 


Arnot, Ermentrout, 
Atkinson, Felton, 

Baker, Fisher, 
Barbour, Gallinger, 
Barksdale, Gibson, Eustace 
Beach, Green, R.S, 
Bliss, Grosvenor, 
Bragg, Hammond, 


Brown, C. E, 
Buchanan, 


Hanback, 
Harmer, 


Candler, Haynes, 
Caswell, Henley, 
Collins, Hepburn, 
Comstock, Hermann, 
Curtin, Hill, 
Cutcheon, Hires, 
Davenport, Houk, 


Davidson, R. H. M. Johnson, F. A. 
Dawson, Johnston, J.T. 


King, 
Lehlbach, 
Libbey, 
Mahoney, 
McKinley, 
Merriman, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morrow, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Oates, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Hara, 
Owen, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Pindar, 
Ranney, 
Reese, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 





Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Struble, 

Swope, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, Zach, 
‘Townshend, 


H, 
B 
, A.J. 

Warner, William 
Weav er, A.J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Wheeler, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, 
Wise, 
Wolford, 


Worthington, 


Sadler, 
Sawyer, 
Scott, 
Seymour, 
Spriggs, 
Steele, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Storm, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 

Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
Wadsworth, 
Wellborn, 
White, Milo 
Winans, 


So the motion to recommit with instructions was not agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. WADE with Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, with Mr. ERMENTROUT, until further no- 


tice. 
Mr. WADE. 


I am paired with the gentleman from New Jersey 


[Mr. GREEN], and should have voted in the affirmative on this proposi- 


tion if 1 had not been paired. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 
I should like to know if the read- 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
ing of the engrossed bill might not now be demanded ? 


been engrossed ? 


The SPEAKER. This is already an engrossed bill. 


never orders a Senate bill to be engrossed. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 


Has the bill 


The House 


I simply wanted to hear it, as it 


has been some time since it was read, but I shall not insist upon its 


reading now. 
Mr. CALDWELL. 
the bill. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


I demand the yeas and nays on the passage of 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 192, nays 41, not vot- 


ing 89; as follows: 


YEAS—192, 
Allen, J. M. Clardy, Frederick, 
Atkinson, Clements, Fuller, 
Ballentine, Cobb, Funston, 
Barnes, Conger, Gay, 
Barry, Cooper, Geddes, 
Bayne, Cowles, Gibson, C. H. 
Bennett, Cox, Glass, 
Blanchard, Crain, Glover, 
Bland, Crisp, Goff, 
Blount, Croxton, Green, W. J. 
Bound, Culberson, Grout, 
Boyle, Daniel, Guenther, 
Brady, Dargan, Hale, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Davidson, A. ©. Hall, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Dingiey, Halsell, 
Browne, T. M. Dockery, Harris, 
Brown, W. W. Dorsey, Hatch, 
Bunnell, Dougherty, Heard, 
Burleigh, Dowdney, Hemphill, 
Burnes, Dunn, Henderson, D. B. 
Burrows, Eden, Henderson, J. S. 
Butterworth, Eldredge, Henderson T. J. 
Bynum, Everhart, Herbert, 
Cabell, Farquhar, Hermann, 
Caldwell, Felton, Holman, 
Campbell, J. E. Fisher, Holmes, 
Campbell, J. M. Fleeger, Howard, 
Cannon, Foran, Hudd, 
Carleton, Ford, Hutton, 
Catchings, Forney, Irion, 


Jackson, 
Johnston, T. D, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kleiner, 

La Follette, 
Landes, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 

Le Fevre, 
Little, 
Lore, 
Louttit, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
Markham, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
McAdoo, 
MeComas, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
MeMillin, 
MeRae, 
Moffatt, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, i 
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Murphy, Reagan, 
Neal, Reid, J. W. 
Neece, Richardson, 
Nelson, Riggs, 
Norwood, Romeis, Strait 
O’Ferrall, Rowell, Struble, 
Osborne, Ryan, Swope, 
Outhwaite, Sawyer, Symes, 
Payne, Sayers, 
Payson, Scranton, 
Perkins, Seney, 
Perry, Seymour, 
Peters, Shaw, Thompson, 
Pidcock, Singleton, Townshend, 
Pindar, Skinner, Trigg, 
Plumb, Snyder, Turner, 
Price, Sowden, Van Eaton, 
Randall, Springer, Wade, 


NAYS—4I1, 


Belmont, Mahoney, Sessions, 
Bingham, Merriman, Smalls, 
Boutelle, " Millard, Spooner, 
Buek, Muller, Stone, E. F. 
Campbell, Felix James, Negier Swinburne, 
Davis, Johnson, F, A, O’ Neill, Charles Wait, 
Kelley, Parker, White, A. ©. 
Ketcham, Pirce, Whiting. 
laird, Reed, T. B. 
Hepburn, Lindsley, Rice, 
Rockwell, 


Hewitt, Long, 
NOT VOTING—89. 


Adams, G. E, Cutcheon, King, Scott, 

Adams J. J. Davenport, Laffoon, Spriggs, 

Aiken, Davidson, R. H. M. Lehibach, Stahl necker, 
Allen, C. H. Dawson, Libbey, Steele, 
Anderson, C. M. Dibble, McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Anderson, J. A. Dunham, Miller, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Arnot, Elisberry, Milliken, 

Baker, Ermentrout, Mills, 

Barbour, Findlay, Mitchell, 

Barksdale, Gallihger, Morrow, 

Beach, Gibson, Eustace Oates, 

Bliss, Gilfillan, O’ Donnell, 
Bragg, Green, R.8. O’ Hara, 
Brown, ©. E. Grosvenor, O'Neill, J.J. 
Brumm, Hammond, Owen, 
Buchanan, Hanback, Peel, 
Campbell, T. J. Harmer, Pettibone, 
Candler, Haynes, Phelps, 
Caswell, Henley, Ranney, 
Collins, Hill, Reese, 
Compton, Hires, Robertson, 
Comstock, Houk, Rogers, 
Curtin, Johnston, J. T. Sadler, 


Stephenson, Wakefield, 


Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Tarsney, Weber, 
Taulbee, West, 

Taylor, Zach. Wheeler, 
Thomas, O. B. Wilkins, 


Woodburn, 
Worthington. 


Hiestand, 
Hiscock, 


So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, until further notice. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, during the remainder of the ses- 
sion. Mr. MCKINLEY would vote for the Reagan bill if present. 

Mr. DUNN. If my colleague, Mr. PEEL, were present he would 
vote ‘ay.’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I now move that the House request a conference 
with the Senate upon this bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope that will not bedone until 
the bill comes back from the Senate. They may agree to it just as it 
stands. You can nottell. [Laughter. ] 

The motion of Mr. REAGAN was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the conferees hereafter. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, in reference to the an- 
nouncement of a pair between my colleague, Mr. MILLs, and Mr. Mo- 
KINLEY, that Mr. MILs also would have voted in the affirmative on 
this bill if present. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his Secretaries, 
who also informed the House that the President had approved acts of 
the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 22) authorizing the preparation of a com- 
pilation of the reports of committees of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to credit Lieutenants Giles B. Harbor 
and William H. Scheutze with sea-duty and sea-pay while engaged in 
the search for Lieutenant Chipp and y, and also for the time em- 
a in bringing home the remains of Lieutenant-Commander De Long 
and party; 

An act (H. R. 3720) for the relief of Francis H. Plummer; 

An act (H. R. 1983) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Reading, Pa. ; 

An act (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, in the State 
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of Oregon, the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a nayj- 
gable stream in said county and State; 

An act (H. R. 6337) for the relief of James D. Wood; 

An act (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and pay and to de. 
fine the duties and liabilities of “*general-service clerks” and ‘‘ gen. 
eral-service messengers ’’ in the Army; 

An act (H. R. 7881) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas 
R. Ware, of Virginia; 

An act (H. R. 8023) to give the assentof Congress to the constructioy 
of a bridge by the municipalities of Menominee, Mich., and Marinette, 
Wis., over Menominee River; and 

An act (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry free of duty of foreign goods 
for exhibition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United States 
Bottlers’ Protective Association. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsON, one of its clerks, jn. 
formed the House that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representative to Senate bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau; and 

A bill (S. 1008) to empower the Board of Foreign Missions of the 
Methodist Protestant Church to hold property in the District of Co- 
lumbia, 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2172) re- 
storing to the United States certain of the lands granted to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settle- 
ment, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. DoLpH, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compensation of a 
district judge for the southern district of Alabama. 

The message also announced that the Senate disagreed to the ameni- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1599) for the relief 
of the Phoenix National Bank, of the city of New York, asked a confer 
ence with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed as the conferees on the part of theSenate Mr. Ev ants, 
Mr. INGALLS, and Mr. VEsT. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district 
of Wisconsin, requested a conference with the House of Representatives 
on the said bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Epmunns, 
Mr. Evarts, and Mr. PuGH as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also returned to the House in compliance with its r- 
quest the joint resolution (H. Res. 295) permitting the public building 
authorized by act of Congress approved June 13, 1886, at Savannah, 
Ga., to be located not less than 40 feet from any other building, instead 
of 50 feet, as provided in said act. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present a report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the bill known as the river and harbor bill, which I ask to have 
read with the accompanying statement. 

Mr. HATCH. I give notice that I shall raise the question of con- 
sideration on that report in favor of the Senate bill reported by the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. RANDALL. What bill is that? 

Mr. HATCH. The amendment to what is known as the pleur- 
pneumonia bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I call up the special order set for to-day, the con- 
sideration of the pension bills on the Calendar which were postpone! 
until this day. 

The SPEAKER. There is a privileged report before the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Can not the question of consideration 
be raised ? 

The SPEAKER. Itcan be. The Chair will state that before the 
adoption of the present rules it was the duty of the Chair whenever a0! 
resolution or ition came before the House tosubmit the questi! 
whether the i would then proceed to consider it. But the re 
now provides that this question shall not be put unless demanded '/ 
some gentleman, and this applies to every proposition of every cham 
ter that may come before the House. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read clanse 3 of Rule XVI, as follows: 

or ion , Will the House no¥ 
cousidar WY chal nes be peck oniums dammanaed U's easenber. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that while the gentleman b* 
the right to make the report and submit it to the House, any gentien 
has the right to raise the question whether the House will now proce“ 
to consider it. If the House refuses to consider it it remains on tb? 
table, to be called up as a matter of privilege whenever the gentiem2 


sees proper. 
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Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I ask unanimous consent to have a 
committee of conference appointed on House bill No. 5003. 

The SPEAKER. There is a conference report now pending before 
the House. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. ; : 

Mr. DUNN (interrupting the reading). I am satisfied that the dif- 
ference between the bill as it was before the House and as it is now re- 
ported by the committee of conference may be stated by the gentle- 
man in charge of the report so as to save time in the reading. 

Mr. HATCH. I call for the regular order. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLAND). The regular order being 
called for, the Clerk will with the reading. 

The Clerk continued and completed the reading of the conference re- 
port, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7480) “ making appropriations for 
the repairs, construction, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other pu ,” having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate and concur in the same with an amendment to which the Senate agrees, to 
wit: Strike out all after the enacting clause of the Senate amendment and in- 
sert the following: 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to tiie same with an 
men as follows: Strike out ali after the enacting clause and insert the 
following : 

That the following sums of money be,and are hereby, appropriated, to be 
paid outofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the construction, com- 
pletion, repair,and preservation of the public works herein named : 

Improving harbor at Rockland, Me.: Continuing improvement, $22,500. 

Improving breakwater at the mouth of Saco River, Maine: Continuing im- 
provement and repairs, $12,50v. 

Improving harbor at Portland, Me. : Continuing improvement, $30,000. 
Improving the channel in Back Cove, Portland, Me.: Continuing improve- 

ment, $26,250. 

Improving harbor at York, Me., $15,000. 

Improving harbor at Portsmouth, N. H.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
mere the harbor of refuge at Little Harbor, N. H.: Continuing improve- 

ment, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

For a breakwater at Gordon’s landing, on Lake Champlain, to be built on the 
12-foot curve mentioned inthe papers ccopmeenens the report of the Secretary 
of War to the Senate dated March 1, 1886 (Executive Document No. 81, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first session), $18,750. 

Improving harbor at Boston, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $56,250; of 
which $18,750 are to be expended at Fort Point Channel, on Part A, below Con- 
gress street bridge. 

Improving Sarbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 

Improving harbor at Nantucket, Mass.: Continuing improvement $15,000. 

Improving Hyannis Harbor, Massachusetts, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Newburyport, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $37,500. 
Improving harbor at Wareham, Mass.: Continuing improvement $15,000. 
Improving harbor at Plymouth, Mass.: Continuing iraprovement, $6,000. 
Improving harbor at Hingham, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 
Improving harbor at Provincetown, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Im harbor at Gloucester, Mass., $5,000; of which $2,000, or so much as 

may for a survey, and remainder on Babson's Ledge. 

For the national harbor of comngeet Oe first class at Sandy Bay : Continuing 
improvement, $100,000: Provided, thissum and thatappropriated in the last 
river and harbor bill shall be expended only upon that portion of the work at 
Sandy Bay which may be beneficial to commerce in the event Congress shou!d 
not determine to construct said national harbor of refuge of the first class: And 
provided , That the of War shall appoint a board of three en- 
gineers to examine into the ility, expediency,and advisability of con- 
struction of a national harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay,and report the facts and 
their conclusions to Congress at its next séssion: And provided furth-r, That the 
expenses of said board be paid out of the appropriation herein mac. 

Improving harbor at Scituate, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $1,U00. 

Improving harbor at ween Mass.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Wood’s Holl, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $14,500. 

I ng harbor at Block Island, R.1.: Continuing improvement, $20,000 ; of 
which $8,000 shall be expended on the breakwater and $12,000 on the inner 


Improving h_rbor at Newport, R.I.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving harbor at B rt, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
Improving harbor at ,Conn,: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
= breakwater at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, 


Improving har®or at New Haven, Con...: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
Improving harbor at New m,Conn.: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving harbor at Norwalk, Conn. : Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Im harbor at Stonington, Conn. : Continuing improvement. $20,000. 

Improving harbor at Stamford, Conn. : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

I harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, and repairs on 
the outer break water, $112,500. 

Improving Buttermilk Channel, New York : Continuing improvement, $56,250. 
neers breakwater at Rouse’s Point, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, 

Improving harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
ane at Canarsie Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs, 
ane harbor at Flushing Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
on channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
ues harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


Improving harbor at Green 
gasproving harbor at Little 




































N.Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 


Improving harbor at Wilson, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
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us Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
harborat Oak Orchard, N. Y.: Continuing improvement by repairs, 
omProving harbor at Olcott, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs, $10,- 


Improving harbor at Ogdensburg, N. ¥.: Continuing improvement, $10,000; 


which, together with the amount on hand, is to be used in removing obstruc- 
tions from the mouth of the Oswegatchee and continuing the excavation at the 
lower harbor up stream. 


Improving harbor at Oswego, N.Y.: Continuing improvement, $71,280: of 


which $56,250 to be used in repairs, and $15,000 in continuing work onthe harbor. 


Improving harbor at Rondout, N. Y.: Continuiag improvement, $2,500. 
Improving harbor at Saugerties, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving harbor at Sheepshead Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


$5,000. 


Improving New York Harbor, New York: To securea 3)-foot channel at mean 


low water at the Sandy Hook entrance of the harbor, upon sucit pian as the 
Secretary of War may approve, $500,000. 


Improving channel between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, New 


York and New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $15,000 


Improving harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 


$37 ,5v0. 


Improving harbor at Plattsburg. N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000 
For a more thorough and definite survey and examination of the harbor at 


Atlantic City, N. J., with a view of making a harbor of refuge at that point $5,000 ; 
said examination and survey to be made by a board consisting of three United 
States engineers. 


Improving harbor at Erie, Pa.:‘Continuing improvement, and also for the 


improvement of said harbor as recommended by the Chief of Engineers-January 
13, 1885, $37,500: Provided. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to receive and accept for the United States, from the ma- 
rine hospital of Erie, Pa., the title to the peninsula of Presque Isle, at Erie, Pa., 
as tendered by the said marine hospital, agreeably to the provisions of an act 
of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, approved May 11, 1871: And pro- 
vided further, That $22,500 of said sum shal! not be expended until the aforesaid 
title shall be accepted by the Secretary of War. 


Improving ice-harbor at Marcus Hook, Pennsylvania: Continuing improve- 
ment, $15,000. 

The Secretary of War is authorized to cede to the city of Chester, Pa., the upper 
and lower piers Jocated in said city and extending intothe Delaware River, and 
formerly used as an ice-harbor. 

Improving Delaware Breakwater, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $56,- 

+. 


Improving ice-harbor at New Castle, Del.: Continuing improvement, $5,000, 
Improving harbor at Wilmington, Del. : Continuing improvement, $18,750. 
Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.- Continuing improvement, $150,000. 
Improving harbor at Breton Bay, Maryland: Continuing improvement, $6,500, 
For continuing the improvement of the Potomac Kiver in the vicinity of 
Washington, with reference to the improvement in navigation. the establish- 
ment of harbor-lines, and the raising of the flats, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War and in accordance with existing plans, $375,000: Provided, Thatno 
part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended upon or with reference 
to any place in respect of which the title of the United States is in doubt, or in 
respect to which any claim adverse to the United States has been made. 

Improving harbor at Norfolk, Va., and improving approach to Norfolk Har- 
bor and the United States navy-yard at Norfoik: Continuing improvement by 
widening the channe! of Elizabeth River to the port-warden’s line on the east- 
ern side, between Lambert's Point light and Fort Norfolk, $187,500; of which 
$50,000 shall be expended in improving the harbor, and $137,500in widening the 
the channel of Elizabeth River to the port-warden’s line on the eastern side, 
between Lambert's Point light and Fort Norfolk, beginningat Lambert's Point 
light, including the construction of the proposed dike. 

Improving harbor at Beaufort, N. C.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving harbor at Edenton Bay, North Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment, $2,000, 

a the inland water way between New Berne and Beaufort, N. C., 
000. 

Improving harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan’s Island, South Carolina: 
Continuing improvement, $187.500. 

Improving ; Winyaw Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $18,750, 

Improving harbor at Georgetown, S. C.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Brunswick, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $22.50. 

Improving Cumberland Sou id, Georgia and Florida: Continuing improve- 
ment, $112,500. 

Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $159,000. 

Improving harbor at Apalachicola Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, 
$12,000; of which $2,000 may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be ex- 
pended at the Carabello or Crooked River. 

For examination and survey of the entrance to harbor at Key West, Fla., 

Improving harbor at Pensaco'n, Fla.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

Improving harbor at Tampa Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Fla., $7,000. 

Improving harbor at Mobile, Ala.: Continuing improvement, $90,000. 

Improving harbor at Biloxi Bay, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $12,- 
509; which sum, together with the money on hand heretofore appropriated for 
the roadstead, is hereby directed to be used in deepening the channel from Mis- 
sissippi Sound to the wharves at Biloxi 

Improving Aransas Pass and Bay up to Rockport and Corpus Christi, Tex.: 
Continuing improvement, $101,250. 

Improving Brazos Santiago Harbor, Texas: Continuing improvement, $37,500, 

Improvement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing improve- 
ment, b 

Improving Pass Cavallo, Texas: Continuing improvement, $37,500. 

—— Sabine Pass and Blue Buck Bar, Texas: Continuing improvement, 
7, 

Improving ship-channel in Galveston Bay, Texas, from Morgan’s Cut to Bol- 
ivar Channel: Continuing improvement, for which purpose the balance now 
remaining of the money heretofore appropriated for this work is hereby di- 
rected to be expended by the Secretary of War in the completion of said chan- 
nel, in accordance with the plans heretofore adopted, and in marking out said 
channel by piles or stakes, so as to enable navigators to find the same without 
difficulty. 

Improving harber at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $30.000. 
ans harbor at mouth of Black River, Ohio: Continuing improvement, 

000, 

Improving harbor at Cleveland, Ohio, on the last plan projected, $93,750; of 
which $30,000 are to be used in building a parapet on the existing breakwater, 
and the $100,000 now on hand to be available for work on the last plan. 

Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $15,750, 

Improving harbor at Huron, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $3,000, 

Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio: Continu- 
ing improvement, $37,500. 

mproving harbor at Port Clinton, Ohie, by repairs of existing works. $2,000. 

Por the purpose of acquiring the title to the land adjoining the inn # end of 
the west pier built by the United States for the improvement of the harbor at 
Port Clinton, Ohio, the Secretary of War shall negotiate with the owner or 
owners of the land forthe purchase thereof at a reasonable price, to be ap- 
proved by Congress; and if an agreement as to price can not be made with the 
owner, then the value of the same shall be ascertained in the mode provided by 
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the laws of Ohio for the condemnation of lands for public uses in that State, the 
result of said proceedings of condemnation, if taken, to be reported to the next 
Congress for its approval. 

Improving harbor at Sandusky City, Ohio, by dredging the channel through 
the outer bar and within the bay; and forthis purpose the money appropriated 
by act of July 5, 1884, now on hand, is hereby Sade nvallahte, and the further 
sum of %,000 is hereby appropriated. 

Improving harbor at Toledo, Ohio: Continuing improvement of the Maumee 
River by a straight channel along such line as may be approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, $112,500 and the balance of the $25,000 heretofore appropriated are 
hereby made available for clearing the old channel. 

Improving harbor at Vermillion, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving harbor at Michigan Ciiy, Ind.: Continuing improvement, $56,250; 
of which sum $1,875 are to be used on the inner harbor. 

Improving harbor at Calumet, Ill.; Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Chicago, Ill.: Continuing improvement, $75,000. 

Improving harbor at Waukegan, I1l.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

Improving harbor at Charlevoix and entranee to Pine Lake, Mich.: Continu- 
ing improvement, $10,000. 

improving harbor at Cheboygan, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving harbor at Frankfort, Mich..by extension of piers and repairs: 
Continuing improvemea tt, $7,000, 

Improving harbor at Grand Haven, Mich. : Continuing improvement, $30,000. 

Improving harbor of refuge at Grand Marais, Mich.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $26,250. 

Improving harbor at Ludington, Mich. : Continuing improvement, $56,250. 

Improving harbor at Manistee, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Marquette, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Improving harbor at Monroe, Mich.: By repairs, $2,000. 

Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 

Improving harbor at Ontonagon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $13,000. 

Improving harbor at Pent Water, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

. Improving harbor at Portage Lake, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 
15,000, 

Improving and repairing harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Michigan: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $75,000; of which not exceeding $37,509 are to be used in 
repairs. 

Improving harbor at Saint Joseph, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10, 000. 

Improving harbor at Saugatuck, Mich.: To complete improvement, $8,000. 

Improving harbor at South Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $5,/)00. 

Improving harbor at White River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $10,- 
000. 

Improving harbor at Black Lake, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15,000; but 
no part of said sum is to expended until the wharfage over the Government 
piers at that port shall be made free. 

improving harbor at Green Bay, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $7,000. 

Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Kewaunee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15,000, 

Improving harbor at Menominee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving harbor of refuge at Milwaukee, Wis.: Continuing improvement on 
bay and harbor, $60,000. 

Improving harbor at Oconto, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

Improving harbor at Port Washington, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $,- 
000. 

Improving harbor at Racine, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Improving harbor at Superior Bay and Saint Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Contin- 
uing improvement, $22,500; and the engineer in charge, in bis next annual re- 
port, shall submit an estimate of the cost of a dredge-boat or other facilities 
that may be needed for dredging the harbors of Duluth and Superior. Thir- 
teen thousand five hundred dollars of the money hereby aepeneesess are to be 
expended in dredging in said Superior Bay and Harbor, and in repairing piers at 
natural entry, and $9,000 in dredging Saint Louts Bay, along the dock-line on 
the Wisconsin shore, from deep water at Connor's Point toward deep water at 
Grassy Point. 

Improving harbor at Sheboygan, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving harbor at Sturgeon Bay, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Ashland, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $22,500, 

For making free of toll to commerce the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan 
Ship-canal, connecting the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in the 
State of Wisconsin, $112,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, 
That no part of said sum shall be expended until the Secretary of War shall have 
caused an examination te be made by a board of three United States engineers 
into the importance and value to commerce and navigation of the free use of 
said ship-canal, and unless the report of said board shal! be in favor of making 
said canal free to commerce: And provided further, That no part of said sum 
shall be expended until the Secretary of War shall be satisfied, upon investiga- 
tion, as to the actual cost of said canai to said company; and then only so much 
of said sum shal) be expended as the said Secretary of War shall be satisfied is 
necessary to reimburse the said company for advances and expenses actually 
made and incurred in constructing said canal, and in maintaining the same, 
over and above the net proceeds of the lands granted by to aid in con- 
structing said canal, ona over and above the tolls received rom, with in- 
terest, as provided by the act of Congress making said grant, approved April 10, 
1866; and none of said moneys shall be expended except upon a full and abso- 
iute conveyance to the United States of said ship-canal, harbor, easements, rights 
of way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of every name and nature ning 
to said work, free and clear of all liens and incumbrances: And Surther, 
That notwithstanding the report of said board of engineers, the money herein 
appropriated for the purchase of said water way shall not be expended unless 
the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers shail be satisfied of the expediency 
and desirability of the United States acquiring and making free of toll said har- 
bor of refuge and water way. 

Improving harborat Duluth, Minn. : Continuing improvement, and enlargi 
basin between Minnesota and Rice's Points, $56,250; of which asum not ex - 
ing $500 may be used in placing buoys in the channels and elsewhere where 
needed in the harbor; and the consent of the United States is hereby given to 
a change of the existing dock-line on the east side of Rice’s Point by the munici- 

1 authorities of Duluth: Provided, That such change meets the approval of the 
secretary of War. 

Improving harovor at Grand Marais, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Agate Bay, Minnesota, $22,500. 

Improving harbor at Lake City, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $75,- 
000: Provided, That no of said sum shall be expended until the 12 acres of 
land necessary to said improvement shall have been conveyed to the United 
States free of expense, and such conveyance has been approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, after the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified 
to the Secretary of War that title is perfect. 

ee at Oakland, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $60,000. 

sum of $11,000, or so much thereof as ma’ necessary, is hereby 
priated for a survey of San Francisco Harbor, San Pablo Bay, Suisun Ray, Strait 


< Carquinez, mouth of San Joaquin River, and mouth of Sacramento River, Cal- 
fovnia, 


Improving harbor at Red Wood, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $ 00 
The sum of $5,000, or s0 much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby a; 
priated for examination, survey, and estimated cost of obtaining a chan), 
feet wide and 24 feet deep at mean low water across the outer bar, ani ;; 
thence to a point abreast of beacon No. 2,in San Diego Harbor, California: |. 
of obtaining a navigable channe! at least 8 feet in depth at mean low wae, 
Newport Harbor; California; also, of the establishment of a breakwater «x; 
ing in a southeasterly direction one-fourth of a mile, more or less, «/ 
sunken reef commencing at or near W haler’s Point, so called, at San Luis 0),\,;,,, 
Harbor, California. , 
Improving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $75 10) 
Improving harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon : Continuing improvement, 375; 
Improvement of the harbor at entrance of Coos Bay, Oregon, $33 750. 
Improving Lubec Channel, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,900. 
Improving Moosebee Bar, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving Penobscot River, Maine: Continuing improvement, by widening 
the channel opposite Bangor and removing obstructions near Crosby's Narrow. 
$15,000. 
Improving Saco River, Maine, $12,500. 
Improving Narragaugus River, Maine, $10,000. 7 
s Improving Cocheco River, New Hampshire: Continuing improvement 
10,000, 
Improving I ich River, Massachusetts, $2,500. 
Improving Warren River, Rhode Island, $5,000. 
Improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvem 


nd 


rt 


000, 

Improving Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island: ( 
uing improvement, $30,000. 

For removing Green Jacket Shoal, Providence River, Rhode Island, $26 2» 

Improving Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island, $12,000. 

Improving Connecticut River, below Hartford, Conn.: Continuing improye. 
ment, $26,250. 

Improving Housatonic River, Connecticut, $5,000. 

Improving Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $22.50 

Improving East Chester Creek, New York: Continuing improvement, ¢! 

Improving Hudson River, New York: Continuing improvement, $26.25) 
which $15,000 may be used for the removal of the rock in channel at Van \ 
Point. 

Improving Newtown Creek and Bay, New York: Continuing improvement 
$37,500; of which $9,375 to be expended on west branch between Maspeth aye- 
nue and Dual Bridge, at Grand street and Metropolitan avenue; $9.375 to be ey 
pended on main branch between Easterly Grand Street bridge to Metropolita 
avenue, and balance on lower end from Maspeth avenue to the mouth of ti 
creek, 

Improving Hell Gate, New York: Continuing improvement, $112.500. 

Improving Narrows at Lake Champlain, New York, from Benson, Vt., to cana 
locks at Whitehall, N. Y., $30,000. 

Improving Ticonderoga River, New York: Continuing improvement, €2() 

Improving Maurice River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $,0") 

Im ing Passaic River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $26 25); ; 
which $2,250 are to be used above Newark. 

Improving Raritan River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $26.25) 

Improving Shrewsbury River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, >10),0 

Improving South River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $)(* 

Improving Saint Jones River, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $10) (i 

Improving Nanticoke River, Delaware: Continuing improvement u) to ani 
near the town of Laurel, Del., $10,000. 

Improving Monongahela River, Pennsylvania and West Virginia: Conti: 
ing improvement, $90,900; but no charges or tolls shall be collected on any vi! 
part of the river on any commerce on said river which originates above ti 
works herein appropriated for. 

For beginning the construction of a dam at Herr’s Island, in the Allegher 
River, near Pittsburgh, Pa., $37,500. . 

Improving Allegheny River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, $9). 

Improving Schvyikill River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, $1575 

Improving Delaware River, Pennsyivania and New Jersey: Continuing in- 
provement from Trenton to its mouth, $210,000; of which $20,000 shall be ap- 
plied to improving the channel between Camden, N. J., and Philade phia. Pa 
and $7,500, or so much thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on said river 
and its tidal tributaries above Bridesburg. 

Improving C River, Maryland: Continuing improvement, £10,010 

Improving Creek, Maryland: Continuing improvement, $10.0) 

For rebuilding piers at Battery Island, head of the Chesapeake Buy, which 
were carried away by ice. stren, ing and protecting the works at that point 
from future destruction, $17,275. 

Improving Susquehanna River, Maryland and Pennsylvania: Continu 
improvement, $6,000; to be expended above the Philade!phia, Wilinin, 

timore Railroad bridge. 

Improving Pocomoke River, Maryland: Continuing and completing | 
provement, $8,0u0. 

Improving, by dredging and otherwise, the inland water way from | 

Bay, Virginia, to Delaware Bay at or near Lewes, Del., to be used !: 
Chincoteague Bay to Indian River Bay, $18,750. a 

Improving soeenssien River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $15.. 

Improving C ominy River, Virginia: Continuing improvement. >" 

ae James River, Virginia: Continuing improvement below kicb- 
= $1 ° 


mt 


ng i River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, 5,0. | 
Im New tiver, Virginia: Continuing improvement bet ween the leas 
mines, in Wythe County, and the mouth of Wilson’sCreek, in Grayson Counts 
$10,000, with the $3,000 now on hand. 2 
Improving Pamunky River, Virginia: Continuing improvement.*).")' 
Improving Rappahannock River, Virginia: Continuing improveme! 
Improving Staunton River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $!().("")) 00 
half of which is to be expended between the mouth of Pig River anc tie 
land Railroad crossing. a. 
Improving York River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $18.7" 
Improving Dan River, Virginia : Continuing Improvement, $10.0. 
Improv Big Sandy River, West Virginia and Kentucky: Continu'ns 
a —— ; of which sum $3,750 are to be expended on tug 'u's 
est Virginia, and $3,750 on Lavisa Fork, in Kentucky. : 
Improving Buckhannon River, West Virginia: Continuing improve” 


gist Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improve 


Improving Elk River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, *!.*" | the 
Improving Guyandotte River, West Virginia: Continuing improven<"'” 
amount heretofore qpeeupetetes is hereby made available for this purpo’: 
Improving Little wha River, West Virginia: Continuing improve’ 
$16,875; of which $1,375 shall be used in continuing the improvement 0! »8v'5™ 
tion above the west fork. Butno toll shall be collected by any person oF © 
ration for this improved navigation; and such right, if any exist. sh! diture 
quished, in a mannersatisfactory to theSecretary of War, before the expen’ 
of any of the money herein app for this work. aaantl 
Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina; Continuing improv’” 





lin- 
ure 


ent, 
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$168,750; of which sum $11,250 are to be expended above Wilmington, the re- 
mainder below and ay the city of Wilmington, including as much of its 
northeast branch as lies in front of Wilmington, within the city limits. 

Improving Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 

5,000. , 

Ocean Currituck Sound, Coanjok Bay, and North River Bar, North Caro- 
lina: Continuing improvement, $10,000. : 

Improving Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $22,500. 

Improving New River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: Completing improve- 

000. 
ment. Sing Black River, North Carolina, $%,000: Provided, That all claims of 
private parties to the navigation of the river shall be ceded to the United States, 
free of charge, before the commencement of said improvement. 

Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
of the aforesaid $20,000 shall be used for the purpose of removing obstructions 
in the Thoroughfare and Coshoke Creek. 

Improving Trent River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $3,500. 

Improving Dan River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement between 
Madison, N. C., and Danville, Va., $10,000. 

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina: “ontinuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving the inland water way between }3eaufort Harbor and New River, 
North Carolina, th h Bogue Sound, 310,000. 

Improving Ashley River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $1,000. 

Improving Edisto River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving Great Pee Dee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 


Improving Salkiehatchie River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
2,000. 
ee Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $18,750; 
no part of which sum to be used for the construction of any road bridge across 
the Mosquito Creek Canal: Provided, That if salt water be found flowing into 
said Mosquito Creek, $5,000 of said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used for the construction of a flood-gate at upper end of the canal, to 
prevent the same. 4 ‘ bee ; 
Improving Waccamaw River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
5,000, 
ga Wappoo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving Wateree River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
Improving Congaree River, South Carolina, $7,500. 
Improving Altamaha River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $20,000; of 
which $10,000 are to be used on Doboy Bar, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


Improving Chattahoochee River, Georgiaand Alabama: Continuing improve- 
ment, $20,000. 


Improving Coosa River, Georgia and Alabama: Continuing improvement, 
5,000, 


Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $20,000; of which 
-_— 000.are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma, and $15,000 below 
Albany. 

Improving Ocmulgee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Oconee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $9,000; $1,500 of 
said sum to be expended between Skull Shoals and the railroad bridge. 

Improving Romely Marsh, Georgia: To complete improvement, $17,475; and 
so much of said sum as may be necessary may be applied by the engineer in 
charge, with the approval of the Secretary of War, to pay for work done on said 
improvement, u the direction of the War Department, since the last appro- 

was ex ‘ 
aos Savannah River below Augusta, Ga.: Continuing improvement, 

Improving Apalachicola River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $1,000. 

Improving Caloosahatchee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $4,000. 

Improving Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 

vement, $15,000; of which sum $5,000 to be expended below Geneva,and 
Fi0,000 to be expended between Geneva and Newton, Ala. 

Im Conecuh-Escambia River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
provement, $12,000. 

Improving La Grange Bayou, Florida: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Im Manatee and Pease Rivers, Florida: Continuing improvement, 
$13,000; of which $5,000 may be expended on Pease River. 

a channel over the bar at the mouth of Saint John’s River, Florida : 
Continuing improvement, $150,000, 

Improving Suwanee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Velusia Bar, Florida: To complete improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Withlacooche River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving Alabama River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
gee ne Black Warrior River from Tuscaloosa to Daniels Creek, Alabama, 

together with the $47,000 on hand; to be expended in accordance with 
the plan adopted by the board of engineers. 

Im ng Cahawba River, Alabama: Comtinuing improvement, $7,500: Pro- 

That no part of said sum shall be expended until the officer in charge shall 
have reported that the railroad and other bridges across said river have been 
provided with good and sufficient draw-openings. 

Sapneninn Tonepere. River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Warrior River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $18,750; to be 

I She nernl pena Alabama and Mississippi 

m ng Tom ver, a ssippi: Continuing improve- 
nae Met to be expended below Vienna, $11,250; and between Vienna and 
ulton, $7,500, 

Improving Big Sunflower River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000; 
of which pen to be ex eelesiend Woodburn Sead taibonees, a 

improving Noxubee River, Mississi : Continuing improvement, $7 500. 

ey gy Eafe an River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, includ- 
ing bar at mouth, and from there to the mills at Moss Point, $20,000; and 
the balance of the money now on hand heretofore appropriated for improving 
Horn Island Pass is to be applied to the same purpose. 

i Pearl River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $17,625; of 
which $2,250are to be expended between Edinburg and Carthage, $2,250 between 
Carthage and Jackson, and the remainder below Jackson, including bar at the 
mouth of East Pear) River. 


uinecosing Stecle’s Bayou, Mississippi, including Washington Bayou: Con- 


Improving Tallahatchee River, aesieeiprl Continuing improvement, $3,500. 
Improving Tchula Lake, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving Yalobusha Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving Bayou Pierre, Mississippi : Continuing improvement, $5,000, 

want Se ee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of 

i or so much as may be necessary, to be used in repairing spag- 

Big Black River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,750: 
no part of this shail be used until the State of Mis- 

Sssippi shall have first caused bridges over said stream south of the Vicks- 

ne nad Meridian Railroad to be so constructed as not to obstruct the naviga- 
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Improving Amite River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving Boeuf River, Louisiana 
Outlet No. 1, $5,000, 

Improving Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing im- 
provement, 35,000. 

Improving Bayou Courtableau. Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Bayou D’ Arbonne, Louisiana: Contineing improvement, $2,000, 

Improving Bayou Terrebonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Improving Cypress Bayou and the lakes between Jefferson, Tex., and Shreve- 
port, La., Texas and Louisiana: To complete improvement, $18,000, 

improving Tensas River and Bayou Macon, Louisiana 
ment, $4,000. 

improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing 
from Fulton, Ark., to the Atchafals ya River, Louisiana, i 


; Continuing improvement, and for closing 


; Continuing improve- 


mprovement 


including completing 
the work at Alexandria, $75,000; of vhich sum $25,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, shall be used in making a thorough survey of the river from 


Fulton, Ark., to the Atchafalaya River, and in completing the survey 
Pierre, Louisiana. 

Improving Tchefuncte River and Bogue Falia, Louisiana: Cont 
provement, $2,500; to be expended in the improvement of Bogue 
Covington. 

Improving Tickfaw River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000; to 
expended on its navigable tributaries. 

Improving Ouachita River, Louisiana and Arkansas, and Black River, Louisi- 
ana: Continuing improvement, $17,500; of which $7,500, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, for repairing snag-boat Wagner. 

Improving Calcasieu River and Pass, Louisiana: Continuing improvement to 
secure a navigable channel 8 feet deep over the bars affecting the entrance to 
said river and pass, and for this purpose the money on hand heretofore appro- 
priated for improvement of Calcasieu River is to be used 

Improving mouth of Brazos River, Texas: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Buffalo Bayou, Texas: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Saint Francis River, Arkansas and Missouri, to the town « 
Francis: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $75,000; ac- 
eording to the plan and recommendations in Appendix V 13, Executive Docu- 
ment 1, Forty-ninth Congress; of which there are to be expended $8,000 at Pine 
Bluff, $13,000 at Fort Smith, and $10,000 at Dardanelles, orso much thereof under 
those sums respectively as may be necessary at those points. 

For the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the Arkansas 
River, $19,875; of which sum $1,125, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used to complete the survey of the Arkansas River between Little Rock 
Arkansas, and Wichita, Kans. 

Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark., $7,000. 

Improving Little Red River, Arkansas, $3,000, 

Improving Black River, Arkansas and Missouri, $5,000. 

Improving Petit Jean River, Arkansas, $3,500. 

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $18,000; $13,000 
of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to complete the 
said river ; the remainder for general improvement. 

For removing the rock shoals in Fourche River, Arkansas, situate 4 miles 
south of Perryville, in Perry County, Arkansas, according to the plans of the 
engineers for creating a 50-foot channel, $5,900. 

Improving Big Hatchee River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $3,000, 

Improving Caney Fork River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $3,000, 

Improving Clinch River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee and Kentucky: Continuing im- 
provement above Nashville, with a view to secure in the channel a depth of 4 
feet, commencing with the lock at or near the lower island at Nashville, $75,000, 


Improving Cumberland River below Nashville, Tenn.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $12,500. 

Improving French Broad River, Tennessee : Continuing improvement, $6,000, 

improving Hiawasse River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving South Fork of Forked Deer River, Tennessee: Continuing im- 
provement, 3,000. 

Improving Tennessee River above Chattanooga, Tenn.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $7,500. 

improving Tennessee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little Muscle Shoals, and 
Elk River Shoals, Alabama: To complete improvements at these localities, 
$262,500. 

improving South Fork of Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing improve- 
ment, $5,000. 

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $187,500. 

Improving Tradewater River, Kentucky : Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving the Falls of the Ohio River at Louisville, Ky.: Continuing im- 
provement, according to the last plan of the engineer in charge, and to be first 
applied to the completion of the work now in progress, $150,000: Provided, That 
of that sum $50,000 shall be expended in enlarging the canal-basin, as recom- 
mended in the last report of the engineer in charge. 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain the value 
and commercial importance of the works and property of the Green and Bar- 
ren River Navigation Company, situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in 
the State of Kentucky, and of the Monongahela Navigation Company, situated 
on the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania; and in order to ac- 
quire such information the Secretary of War shall appoint a board of three com- 
poo engineers from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, which 

ard shall in each case report to the Secretary of War, whoshall report thereon 
to Congress at its next succeeding session; and the cost of such examination 
shall be paid out of the sum appropriated by thisactfor surveys: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed as committing Congress to the purchase of 
the said works. 

Improvement of the Muskingum River, Ohio, between Zanesville and the 
mouth of the river, and for operating the same, $20,000. And the United States 
hereby accepts from the State of Ohio the said Muskingum River improvement, 
and all the locks, dams, and their appurtenances, and the canals, belonging to 
said improvement, and all the franchises and property of every kind, and rights, 
in said river, and its improvements, now owned, held, and enjoyed by the Siate 
of Ohio, including all water leases and rights to use water under and by virtue 
of any lease of water now running and in force between the State of Ohio and 
all persons using said water, hereby intending to transfer to the United States 
such rights in said leases and contracts as are now owned, held, or reserved by 
the State of Ohio; but not to affect any right to the use of the water of said river 
now owned and heid by the lessees of any water right under any lease or con- 
tract with the State of Ohio. And the United States hereby assumes control of 
said river, subject to the paramount interest of navigation. The provisions of 
this act, so far as they relate to the Muskingum Kiver, shall not take effect, nor 
shall the money hereby appropriated be available, until the State of Ohio, acting 
by its duly authorized agent, turns over to the United States all property ceded 
by the act of the Genera! Assembly aforesaid, and all personal property belong- 
ing to the improvement aforesaid, and used in its care and improvement, and 
any balance of money appropriated by said State for the impruvement of said 
river, and which is not expended on the Lith day of July, 1886. 

Improving Clinton River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 
Improving Detroit River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $37,590. 
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Improving Saint Clair Ship-canal, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 
18,750. 
. Improving Saint Mary’s River, Michigan: Continuing improvement by anew 
lock and approaches, $157 500, 

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $112,500. 

Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $33,750; of 
which $16,875 are to be used above Bay City, and $5.000 in improving the west 
channel along West Bay City. 

For the purchase of the two improved water ways known as the Portage 
Lake and River Improvement Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal 
Railway and Iron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the water communication across Keweenaw Point, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 


Le Nene, * BINT. HD 


so forth; and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is her, 
made available for this purpose. 

Improving Yellowstone River between Glendive and the mouth, M. 
Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Mokelumne River, California, by removing obstructions, ¢2 5. 

Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $40,000 of the po)... 
heretofore appropriated for improving said rivers that may remain unex per, d 
atthe end of the present fiscal year, for snagging and aeieten operations, and 
the cost of the proceedings hereinafter authorized; also $10,000 to com), 
dredges authorized by actof July 5, 1884; the balance of said unexpended me 
not to be used until the Secretary of War be satisfied that hydraulic mj),j,> 
hurtful to navigation has ceased on said rivers and their tributaries. [f }). ),. 
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Superior, by way of Portage River and Lake, in the State of Michigan, and to 
make the same a free passage-way and harbors of refuge to commerce and navi- 
gation, $262,500, or eo much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That before 
said moneys shall be expended the Secretary of War shail] cause an examination 
to be made by a board of three engineers to ascertain and report upon the im- 
portance and value of the free use of said two harbors of refuge and the water 
communications across Keweenaw Point to the commerce and navigation of 
the lakes, and the reasonableness of the price therefor, and shall have received 
from said board a report favorable to such purchase by the United States: And 
provided further, That notwithstanding the report of said board of engineers, the 
money herein appropriated for the purchase of said water ways shall not be ex- 
pended unless the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers shall be satisfied of 
the expediency and desirability of the United States acquiring and making free 
of toll said harbors of refuge and water ways, and also upon full and absolute 
conveyance to the United States of said two harbors of refuge, canals, ease- 
ments, rights of way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of every nature belong- 
ing to and connected with said works, or either of them. 

Improving Chippewa River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement from the 
Dailes dam to its mouth, $18,750, 

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement below Montello, 
on the approved pian, $56,200. And the Secretary.of War is hereby directed to 
have the examination and survey of the Wisconsin River from Portage to the 
mouth, now being made by a board of engineers, completed as soon as practica- 
ble, and a report thereof made on or before the meeting of the next session of 
Congress. And the sum of $6,000 0f the above appropriation, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, may be expended at or near Portage City to prevent the 
overfiow of the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox River, so as to prevent in- 
jury tothe Government works on Fox River; and this expenditure may be made 
separately or, or if deemed more economical a the Secretary of War, in add- 
ing to any protecting works which may be made by the State of Wisconsin. 

Improving Saint Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing improve- 
ment, $7,500. 

Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois: Continuing work on lock and 
dams at Grand Rapids, and on the river from Grand Rapids to its mouth, $6,- 
000, and $¥,000 to be expended on the river at Grayville. 

Improving White River, Indiana: Continuing improvement below Hazelton, 

7,500, 

improving Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement,$30,000,of which 
$11,250 are to be used between the Forks and one-half mile east of Hammond, 
Ind.; $625 of which are to be used in d ng the river between the Forks 
and the State line of Illinois and Indiana, and $5,625 on the river at Hammond, 
Ind.: Provided, however, That no part of said sum, nor any sum heretofore ap- 
propriated, except the said $15,000 for the river above the Forks, shall be ex- 
pended until the entire right of way,as set forth in Senate Executive Document 
No. 9, second session Forty-severth Congress, shall have been conveyed to the 
United States free of expense, and the United States shall be fully released from 
all liability for damages to adjacent property-owners, to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of War; and if any of the owners of real estate required to be taken 
or that is damaged for the payee of straightening or widening that portion of 
the Calumet River for which the appropriation herein is now made can not be 
induced to convey to the United States such real estate so required, and release 
their claim for damages caused by said improvement, or should the owner or 
owners be incapable of conveying and releasing, or should his or her name or 
residence be unknown, or he or she be a non-resident of the State of Illinois, it 
shall then be the duty of the United States attorney for the northern district of 
lllinois to immediately file a petition in any court aaiog —— thereof, 
in the manner and as authorized by the laws of the State of Illinois in such cases, 
for the purpose of ascertaining the just compensation to be paid to the respect- 
ive owners of the land taken or maged : , however, That the other 
owners of poe and parties interested in said improvement shall first exe- 
cuté a bond to the United States, to be approved by the Secretary of War, forthe 

ayment of the costs of such proceedings, and to pay any judgment that ma 
be rendered therein; and on failure to do so the proceedings shall Dodiemsiessd. 

Improving Lllinois River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $112,500,of which 
sum 33,750 may be expended in dredging the river in front of Peoria. 

The grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its rights of way and all its ap- 
pane, and all right, title,and interest which the State of Illinois may 

1ave in any real estate heretofore ceded to the State of Illinois by the United 
States for canal pu , made to the United States by an act of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Illinois approved April 28, 1882, be, and is hereby, ted 
on the terms and conditions specified in the act of the General Assembly of the 
State of Illinois. 

Insert in lieu of lines 1204 to 1234, inclusive: 

“And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to commence 
the work of enlarging said canal in accordance with the surveys, plans, and 
estimates made under the direction of the Secretary of War, in pursuance of 
the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes,’ which became a law August 2, 1-82; and the Sec- 
puleuy of War is further authorized and directed to cause a final survey and 
location of the line of a canal from the Illinois River, at or near the town of 
Hennepin, in the State of Illinois, to the Mississippi River at or above the 
mouth of Rock River, together with such feeders and other works as may be 
naa to supply said canal with water, to be known as the Illinois and Mis- 
sissippi River Canal,and which shall be constructed on such one of the several 
routes heretofore surveyed under the direction of the Secretary of War and in 
pursuance of the act of Congress aforesaid as may be determined by him; said 
canal shal! be 80 feet wide at the water-line and 7 feet deep, with a capacity for 
vessels of at least 280 tons burden, with guard-gates, waste-weirs, locks, and 
houses, basins, bridges, and all other erections and fixtures that may be neces- 
sary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and feeder as specified in 
said survey; and the said Secretary of War is hereby directed to make a report 
of his action in locating the line of said canal at the beginning of the next ses- 
sion of Congress; and for the pu of commencing work on the enlarge- 
ment of the Illinois and Michigan and of making the final location and 
survey of the line of the said Ilinois and Mississippi Canal the sum of $300,000 
is ay eppropriated Ses 

mproving Gasconade River, Missouri: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Osage River, Missouri: Continuing improvement by snagging and 

papering Soren $10,000. 

mproving iver of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement 
from Breckenridge to the northern boundary line of the United States, includ 
dredging, removal of snags and bowlders, and construction of wing-dams, 


not so satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal proceedings as 
may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or dischargin, ,/;. 
tritus, débris, or slickens, caused by or arising from such hydraulic mining, into 
either of said rivers or any of its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin River o, 
any of its tributaries, or in or to such place or situation from which such i. 
tritus, débris, or slickens may be liable to be washed or carried by storms o- 
floods into either of said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instructed i, 
use out of said sum as much as may be necessary for said purpose. 

improving San Joaquin River and Stockton and Mormon Sloughs, California 
Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving canal at the Cascades, Oregon : Continuing improvement, $150.0 

Improving the Upper Columbia River, including Snake River, Oregon aid 
Washington Territory : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, $187,500. 

Improving Lower Willamette River, and Columbia River below Portland 
Oreg.: Continuing improvement, $75,000 ; of which sum $21,000 for a snag-boai 
to be used on the Willamette and Columbia Rivers, and $5,000 to be expended 
on the river in front of Portland. 

Improving the Upper Willamette River above Portiand, Oreg.: Continuing 
improvement, $10,000, a 

Improving Coquille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

-~ ‘etre eames River, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, 

50, 

eran Cowlitz River, Washington Territory : Continuing improvement, 

10. 


Improving Skagit, Steilaquamish, Nootsack, Snohomish, and Snoqualmie 
Rivers, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City : Continuing improve. 
ment, including necessary work at Omaha, Atchison, Saint Joseph, Fort Leaye,. 
worth reservation, Arrow Rock, Kansas City, Plattsmouth, Brownsville, and 
Nebraska City, $375,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, in aceordance with plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri 
River Commission. 

Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im- 
provement, $60,000, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

For removing obstructions in the Missouri River, $22,500. 

Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $375,000; out of which 
sum $37,500 are to be expended at Grand Chain in removing rocks and other 
obstructions to navigation ai that locality ; also $18,750 may be expended in con- 
structing or aiding in the construction of suchan embankment on the southside 
of the Great Miami River, near iis junction with the Ohio, as may be necessary 
to confine the waters of the Great Miami in t floods to the genera! course of 
its channel at or near the Ohio, to the end that the formation of the bar in the 
Ohio River now forming and obstructing navigation may be arrested ; also $37,- 
500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of said appropriation shal! be ex- 
pended in constructing five ice-piers, pursuant to the present or pro-pective 
— of the Chief of yr at or near the following places, to wit: Une at 

omeroy, Ohio; one at Middleport, Ohio; one at Gallipolis, Ohio; and one at 
Ironton, Ohio; and one at or near Ashland, Ky., on the south side of the Ohio 
River: Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to obtain, if he can do so without cost to the United States, perpetual leases or con- 
veyancesof the riparian rights of the property-ownersat each of said loca! ities, in 
the event said a any one of them, shall be located where there is noim 
proved landing-place: And ided further, That at localities where there ar: 
improved landings he shall first obtain a relinquishment of wharfage rights avd 
dues in favor of water-craft seeking protection from daniage by ice; and no part 
of this appropriation shali be used for such purpose until the foregoing cond- 
tions are complied with. Also, out of said ajpropriation for the Ohio River §1s- 
750 for removing obstruction at the moutl: of Licking River; also $11.20 tor 
completing ice-harbor at Four-Mile Bar, nea: Cincinnati; also $20,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, for Davis Island Dam. 

For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the headwaters of the Missis- 
sippi River, $37,500: Provided, That in the opinion of the Chief of Enginees 
the expenditure of this a and the ultimate completion of this part 
of the reservoir system wil mune improve navigation. 

For operating #nag-boat on upper Mississippi River $22,500. 

Improving issippi River Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Continu- 
ing improvement, $382,500; of which sum $6,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, shall be applied to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek hain, « 
the Rock Island Rapids; and of which sum the further amount of $15,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, may be used 7 Secretary of War, in bis 
discretion, for continuing the practical test of the flume invented by M. J. 
Adams, the said test to be under the supervision and direction of sad 
Adams; but if not so used the sum shall remain as a part of said appropriation, 
and be used for the pu first in this paragraph specified. g 

Improving Mississippi River at Des Moines Rapids Canal, under the modified 
project, $26,250; of which sum $15,000 are to be used for pier construction, 11 e- 
tending the outer wall of canal to the pivot-pier of the bridge. 

For Sepdooe at Des Moines Rapids, $48,750. 

Imp’ ice-harbor at Dubuque, lowa, the unexpended balance, or so much 
thereof as be necessary, shall be applied to paving instead of riprapp os 


said ice-harbor. 

Im Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the !!!i- 
nois River, a riverat Quincy Bay and the removal of the bars at tue 
mouth of ie k and Hamburg Bay, including also the strengthens 


where it crosses Snicarte Slough and other sloughs: (0 


t, $150,000, 
Imp ississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois River to the mou') 
of the Ohio, including the completion of the work at Alton, and, at the disTe 
tion of the of War, of the Illinois shore opposite ( 
mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement, $375,000; of which © ~ 
500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended in extending |" 
work forthe protection of the eastwardly bank of the Mississippi River #| ‘ - 
and the prevention of its wash or erosion, commencing at the southerly en’ * 
Government revetment work and continuing down stream. *" 
improvement at Cape Girardeau, Missouri, and Montons 
That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, ™4Y us 
$75,000 of said sum of $375,000 to correct the current of the river 4" 
e Sm : “ Ohio 
Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouth of the 00” 
River: Osatinsing improvement, 68,000,000; hich sum shall be expended unde 
the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, apocifices » 
and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission: Provided, 
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portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or build levees for the 
purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or private property by 
overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to repair and 
build levees if, in their judgment, it should be done as part of their pian to afford 
ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and to deepen the 
channel: And further, That the expenditure of so much of said appro- | 

riation as may be uired to continue tue improvement of Plum Point and 
Take Providence reaches shall be confined to the complete repair and mainte- 
nance of the levees throughoutsaid reaches to the height of 2 feet above the flood 
of 1882, and to the completion of the permeable works of contraction to such 
extent as may be required to bring the high-water banks of the river to the com- 
parative uniformity of width contemplated in the first five paragraphs of the 
plan of improvement recommended by the re River Commission and 
adopted by Congress in 1880, and more fully set forth in the report of the Secre- 
tary of War for 1881, volume 2, part 3, page 2733: And provided further, That no 
works of bank protection or revetment shall be executed in said reaches or else- 
where until ater it shall be found that the completion of the permeable con- 
tracting works and uniform width of the high-water channel will not secure 
the desired stabslity of the river-banks: Provided. however, That nothing herein 
contained shall prevent the construction of revetment works where the banks are 
caving at Greenville reach, Delta Point, in front of the cities of Vicksburg, Mem- 
phis, Hickman, and Columbus: And provide further, That contraction works 
shall be builtat thesame time in the wide portivns of the river immediately s.bove 
thesaidrevetmentworks. Oftheamounthereinappropriated forthe Lower Mis- 
sissippi, $75,000 are to be expended in continuing the work in progress at New Or- 
Jeans; $187,500 for the rectification of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers by preveut- 
ing further enlargement of the latter stream and restricting its outlet capacity, 
and for keeping open a navigable channel through the mouth of Red or Old River 
into the Mississippi; $37,500in improving navigation in the Greenville reach by 
preventing the bank atGreenville from further caving; $75,000 in deepening the 
channel at Vicksburg by ae through the bar existing there; but this last- 
named sum shall not be expended unless after another examination or survey 
the commission shall deem it advisable; and if they shall not, then $37,500 shall 
be expended in the improvement of navigation at Vicksburg by constructing 
suitable dikes and other appropriate works, and $56,250 incompleting the work 
on the river at Memphis; a 18,750 for the work on the river at Hickman, and 
$18,750 for work on the river at Columbus, Ky. 

For examinations and surveys at South Pass of the Mississippi River, pursu- 
ant to the act of March 3, 1875, $10,000. 

For survey of the Missi-sippi River from the head of the passes to its head- 
waters: Continuing evey, $35,000. 

For gauging the w: .ers of the Lower Mississippi River and its tributaries, as 
provided for in joint resolution of the 21st of February, 1871, $5,000. 

For continuing the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the 
Mississippi River, $56,250. t 

For gauging the waters in the Columbia River, $1,000. 

Sec, 2. Thatin places where harbor lines have not been established, and where 
deposits of débris of mines or stamp works can be made without injury to navi- 
gation, within lines to be established by the Secretary of War, said officer may, 
and is hereby authorized to, cause such lines to be established ; and within such 
lines such deposits may be made, under regulations to be from time to time pre- 
scribed by him. 

Sec. 3. It shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, suffer, 
or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from or out of any 
ship, vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, or 
mills of any kind whatever, any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, slack, rub- 
bish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgi sawdust, alng. or cinders, or other refuse or mill- 
waste of any kind, into New York Harbor, . That nothing herein con- 
tained shall extend, or be construed to extend, to the casting out, unlading, or 
throwing out of any ship or vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, any stones, 
roeks, bricks, lime, or other materials used, or to be used, in or toward the build- 
ing, repairing, or keeping Sete pe any quay, pier, wharf, weir, bridge, building, 
or other work lawfully e or to erected on the banks or sides of said 
harbor, or to the casting out, unlading, or depositing of any material excavated 
tor the improvement of navigable waters, into such places and in such manner 
as may be deemed by the United States officer supervising the improvement of 
said ee most judicious and practicable and for the best interests of such im- 
provemen 

Sec. 4. The Secretary of War shall prescribe such rules and regulations as may 
be necessary to secure a judicious and economical expenditure of the money 
herein appropriated, and shall cause to be made and submitted to Congress an- 
nual her with maps and plans, including the report of the Mississippi 
River nm, on or before December 1, giving detailed statements of the 
work done, contracts made, the expenditures thereunder or otherwise, and bal- 
ances of money on hand up to November 1, and the effect of such work, together 
with such recommendations as he ma deem proper, He shall, at the same 
time, report to Congress all cases in which piers, break waters, locks, and dams, 
or other structures or works built or made by the United States ia aid of com- 
merce or navigation are used, occupied, or injured by a corporation or an indi- 
vidual, and the extent and mode of such use, occupation, or injury. He shall 

at the same time, whether ane bridges, causeways, or structures now 
orin process of erection do or will interfere with free and safe navigation. 
Sec. 5. It shall be the duty of the of War to apply the money herein 
a for improvements other than surveys and estimates, in carrying 
on the various works, by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical! and 
advantageous to the Government. Where said works are done by contract, 
such contract shall be made after sufficient public advertisement for proposals, 
in such manner and form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe ; and such con- 
tracts shall be made with the lowest antic bidders, accompanied by such 
securities as the Secretary of War shall require, conditioned for the faithful 
prosecution and completion of the work according to such contract, and for the 
prompt pa: t of all liabilities incurred in the prosecution thereof for labor 

Src. 6. The Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to cause 
examinations or surveys, or both, to be made, and the cost of improvements to 
be estimated, at the following localities, to wit: 

In the States of— 


Arkansas: 
Ke-examination of Little River. 
a lakes connecting with Red River, between Shreveport, La., and Fulton, 


Re-examination of Ouachita above Camden, Ark. 
Saline River, 
Cache River. 


California : 
ie Seese Tay nese the gotcenee to Wilmington Mosher, with a view to es- 
Mouth of Smith’s River. a 7 —_e - 


Crescent City Harbor, with a view to a sea-wall from Battery Point to Flat 


Connecticut : 
Romie af Pee Island Harbor 
, on Long Island Sound, including plans, 
2ccifications, and estimate of cost for making the same & harbors of rele. 
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Dakota Territory: 
James River. ‘ 
Delaware: 
Duck Creek. 
Florida: 
Punta Rassa Harbor. 
Resurvey of Tampa Bay, including Hillsborough Kiver up to the « ity of Tampa. 
tesurvey of outer and inner bars at Pensacola. 
Charlotie Harbor, including San Carlos Bay. 
Clear Water Harbor, including Anclote and Saint Joseph's Bays and the Nar- 
rows into Boga Ciega Bay. 
Wakulla River from its mouth to Wakulla Springs 
Survey of the channel from Haul-over, on Indian River, to Gilbert's Bar 
Saint Augustine, for a deep-sea channel on the outer bar. 
Georgia: 
Savannah River from cross-tides above Savannah to the bar, with a view to 
obtaining twenty-eight feet of water in the channel. 
Flint River from Montezuma to Old Agency. 
Froin Doboy Island to Doboy Bar. 
Jekyl Creek, 
Illinois: 
Farm Creek, with a view to changing its course. 
Kaskaskia River from New Athens to mouth. 
Bars in Hamburg Bay. 
Calumet River from the forks of the river near its entrance into Lake Calumet 
to Riverdale; also Calumet River from Riverdale to Blue Island. 


Mississippi River at Rush Island Bend and Ivy Landing, with a view to con- 
fining and deepening the channel. 
Indiana: 


For a survey of the Ohio River near the city of Evansville, Indiana, with a 
view to determine what, if anything, will be necessary to prevent a change of 
the channel of the river in front of that city, 

Kentucky: 

Pond River. 

The Secretary of War is directed to report to the next session of Congress 
whether or not the G overnment dry-dock at the Louisvilleand Portland Canal 
is adeqaate for the purposes of commerce, and what alterations, if any, are 
necessary, and the cost of making the same. 

Licking River from Farmer's to West Liberty. 

Salt River. 

For ice-harbor at Paducah, Ky. 

The bar at the mouth of Limestone Creek,in the harbor of Maysville. 

Louisiana: 

Little River. 

Bayou Rouge. 

Dugdemona River. ; 5 

Mouth of Bayou Plaquemine, with a view to its connection with the Missis- 
sippi River by locks; also Bayou Plaquemine and other connecting streams, to 
forin the best route to Grand Lake. ‘ 

Bogue Falia from present landing to Covington. 

Caleasieu Pass, the two bars obstructing the navigaiion thereof. 

Mouth of Calcasieu River, the bars obstructing its mouth. 

Bayou Terrebonne from Houma to Thibodeaux. 

Bayou Teche from Saint Martinsville to Fort Barre. 

Mouth of Bayou La Fourche, with a view to the construction of a lock and 


m. 
Clear Lake, Black Bayou, Red Bayou, Black Lake, and Kelly Bayou, to reopen 
navigable communication between those streams and Red River. 
Bayou La Fourche, to secure navigation at low water. 
Cornay River. 
Ouchita River from Camden to mouth, with a slack-water navigation. 
Bayou Vermillion, to secure navigation from Abbeville to the railroad bridge 
of the Louisiana and Texas Railroad. 
Bayou Rondeway. 
Cypress Bayou. 
Bayou Vidal. 
Maine: 
Bayoduce River betwe en the towns of Penobscot and Brooksville. 
Big Rapids of Saint John’s River. 
Camden Harbor. 
Rockport Harbor. 
Kennebec River at Bath, and from Augusta to lower end of Perkin’s Island. 
Saint George’s River from Warren to Thomaston. 
Matinicus Isle, with a view toa harbor of refuge. 
Penobscot River from Bangor to Lucksport Narrows. 
Saint Croix River from Ferry Point Bridge, at Calais, to Breakwater Ledge. 
Bar Harbor, Me., with the view to establishing a breakwater and deepening 
the waters of said harbor, and especially the channel between Rodick’s Island 
and Mount Desert Island. 
Maryland: 
Cambridge Harbor. 
Fairlee Creek. 
Patuxent River from Benedict to Hill’s Landing. 
For widening the channel of Baltimore Harbor to 600 feet. 
Massachusetts: 
Manchester Harbor. 
Duxbury Harbor. 
Wellfleet Harbor. 
Falmouth Harbor of Refuge. 
Vineyard Haven Harbor, 
Cottage City Harbor. 
Menemsha Harbor of: Refuge. 
Taunton River. 
Winthrop Harbor. 
New Bedford Harbor. 
Michigan: 
Bar in Saint Clair River opposite Saint Clair City. 
Grand River. 
North River between Essex and North Bridges. 
Biddle’s Point at Mackinac Harbor, with a view toa break water. 
Harbor at Forestville, Lake Huron. 
Pigeon River. 
Mouth of Black River, Saint Clair County. 
Carp River at Leland, with a view to affording an entrance to Carp Lake fa 
harbor of refuge. 
Lake Michigan at Empire, with a view to cutting a channel across the bar 
from Lake Michigan to Bar Lake. 
Grand Traverse Bay, with a view to connecting it with Torch Lake, near 
Eastport. 
Pinepog River. 
Rouge River at its junction with Detroit River,and up the river to bridge of 
Saint Louis and Wabash Railroad. 
Torch Lake Channel, Lake Superior, 
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| Ss 
| propriation bills, the time so employed, the compensation paid, and the ; : 
h from Moorehead to Fergus Falls. | atand work on which employed. . 
irand Forks to Red Lake. | And the Senate agree to the same. 
en Saint Paul and Saint Anthony’s Falls. | NEWTON C. BLANCHARD 
ith a view to its improvement by locks and dams. | THOS. J. HENDERSON 
ississip Managers on the part of t/ 
Tombigbee Liver, to ascertain what improvement is necessary to make said | 8. J. R. McMILLAN, 
iv yntinuously navigable from Vienna, Ala., to Walker’s Bridge, Miss. 0. D. CONGER, 
Cassity Bayou M. W. RANSOM, 
Noxubee River, to ascertain whether it can be made continuously navigable 3icovagers on the par! of the S 
by a system of locks and dams, or otherwise. 


Beas Creel Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr. HAtcH rose. 
” fialieieei Mr. HATCH. I move that the House take a recess until 8 o 
Resurvey of the Osage River from its mouth to Osceola, with a view to mova- | this evening for business under the special order. 

ble jocks and dams, or other methods of improvement. The SPEAKER. The rules require the managers of the conferen,, 


Little River from Hornersville to its junction with the Saint Francis River. rese written statemer The vent! ‘ 
Saint Francis River from Greenville to the Arkansas State line. on the part of the House to Pp poe eees at, The gentle. 


ian Memeo man from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] desires to make a request 
Bellamy Rives regard 10 that statement. 

North Carolina: Mr. BLANCHARD. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
Alligator River reading of the statement and that it be printed in the Recorp. 
Lock wood's Folly River. Mr. HATCH. I object. 


Lumber River. 


Yadkin River from South Carolina line to the Narrows. _ Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let it be printed with the understand- 
Catawba River. ing that the RecorD shows the question of consideration is pending. 


New Jersey: Mr. HATCH. I want every member here to hear it read and to read 
Thoroughfare running back of the ocean from Cape May to the Great Bay | it in the Recorp. This is unlike any other report ever made from a 
north of Atiantic City. iain 


Channel back of Brigantine Beach, between Absecon and Brigantine Inlets. conference committee of the House. J 
Mow Youk: Mr. BURROWS. The mere reading will not convey so much infor- 
Channel between Jamaica Bay and Rockaway Inlet. mation as seeing the statement in print. Let it be printed. 


The East River, with a view to the removal of a ledge of rocks situated be- : 
tween five and six hundred feet from the foot of Tenth and Eleventh streets in Mr. RANDALL, 1 move that the House do now adjourn. 


the city of New York. The question being taken, there were—ayes 66, noes 57. 
Spring Creek. Mr. BAYNE and Mr. HEPBURN called for tellers. 
eee eee The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived the House 
outh uo atchogue rer. . . . 2 7 ° “ a “9 
Hudson River between New Baltimore and Coxsackie. under its previous order is in recess until 8 o’clock this ev ening. 
Peter’s Neck Bay. 
Tonawanda Harbor ond, mogpen River between Black Rock and Tonawanda, EVENING SESSION. 
ee The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 0’ clock p. m., 
Ovenon: and was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, as Speaker pro tempore. 
Wood River. The Clerk read the following letter from the Speaker: 
ae tng” and Bar. SrEAKER’s Room, House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Coquille River between Coquille City and Myrtle Point. Washington, D. C., July 30, 1836 
Nehalem Bay and Bar. Hon. Bextor McMILury ie Gastgnated to preside as Speaker pro tempore at 
Tillamook Lay and Bar. the session of the House this evening s ee 
Umpqua River. JOHN G.CARLISLE, Spea! 
Ohio: Hon. Jonn B. Ciarx, Jr., : 
Sandusky Harbor, with a view to a straight channel from the north end of Clerk House of Representatives. 
Cedar Point to the east end of the existing channel in front of the city. LOUISE PAUL 
Big Hockhocking River from its mouth to Coolville. e 


Chagrin River at its mouth, Mr. MATSON. Before moving that the House go into Committee of 


Pennsylvania: the Whole House to consider pension bills< 1 the Private Calendar | 
—— oe . ask unanimous consent on behalf of the gentleman from New York 
thode Island: . . 
‘stie tt Bay, ent betiereten . Watch Hill. [General VIELE] to call up a bill from the Calendar for consideration 
' en actos anal eam - Sm Ac arash in the House. General Paul, at the battle of Gettysburg, had both 
Mosquito Creek between the South Edisto and Ashepoo Rivers, with a view | eyes shot out. He lived until within the last three months. I was 


to connect the South Edisto with the Ashepoo at or near Fenwick’s Island. informed by Maj inni ana. and 
Minme Oreok. y Major Maginnis, formerly a Delegate from Montana, a 


Clark’s Creek. who was acquainted with General Paul, that for ten years prior to his 
Little Pee Dee River. death he had spasms every half-hour. He was a great sufferer, and 
Alligator River and other waters connecting Santee River and Bull's Bay. died without leaving his family any property. His family is now s¢)- 


Tennessee : 


: arated, not being able to maintain a home. I feel that this is a case 

North Fork of the Forked Deer River below Dyersburg. . ‘ : ae 
Obeils River from the point where improvements have heretofore been made that ought to be considered, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
to the mouth of the West Fork. Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further consii- 


Texas: eration of the bill, and that it be now considered. 
Cedar Bayou where it enters into Galveston Bay. The bill was read, as follows: 
Vegeta: Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 1'- 
Mattox Creek. thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Louise /s. 
Loutsa Fork of Sandy River widow of Brig. Gen. Gabriel R. Paul, deceased, late of the United States Ar, 
Roanoke River from Clarksville, Va., to Eaton Falls, N. O. ea ® pension at the rate of $50 per month, from and after the passa: 
Hunter's Creek. 

West Virginia: The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
Meadow River. tleman from Indiana that the Committee of the Whole House le 
Gantey Seven. Sochenee from the farther consideration of this bill and that it be now 
Coal River. : 

Wisconsin: considered ? s . " 

Harbor at Hudson, Lake Saint Croix. Mr. WALLACE. Reserving the right to object, I ask for the read- 

Examination and report on the causes of the extraordinary overflows of the | ing of the report. 
Chippewa River, and what means, if any, can be adopted to prevent their re- The Clerk read in part the report (by Mr. LovERING), as follows: 
currence. = a, geal 

Src. 6. For examinations, surveys, and contingencies, and for incidental re- | _ The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 250? 
pairs, for which there is no special appropriation, for rivers and harbors, $100,- | ST@"ting a pension to Louise Paul, having had the same under consideration, 
000: Provided, That no survey shall made of any harbors or rivers until the | Teport back the bill, adopting the Senate report as their own, and recommen 
Chief of Engineer shall have directed a preliminary examination of the same the passage of the bill. 
by the local engineers in charge of the district, or an engineer detailed for the [Senate Report No. 1262, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


ur ; and such local or detailed neer shall report to said Chief of - 2502) granting 
ean ae. in his opinion, said ror river is worthy of fas Engi The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2502) granting 


t, , 
and shall state in such report fully and the facts and reasons on | * iyo 2 ae mh an clk fan ne , Gabriel R 


Paul. She has presented the following statement in support of the present bi!! 
granting hera pension ashis widow: . 


. : : oe af 
worthy of improvement by the General Governmen Statement of facts in support of a bill to granta to Louise Paul, widou 
report to the Secretary of War the facts, and what public necessity Brig. Gen. G. R. Paul, United States Army. ; 
ence may be subserved thereby, together with the ful] reports of Brig. Gen. Gabriel R. Paul was born in Saint Louis, Mo., appointed to West 
gineer. Said reports of preliminary examinations and Point from that State, and graduated in July, 1834. From 1834 to 1839 he ws 
to the House of Representatives, and are hereby ordered to be on frontier duty, and in 1839 was in the Forida war. From 1839 to 154 
made. he was on recruiting duty, and in was in the war against the Seminole [n- 
Sec. 8. That the Secretary of War shall to dians, a camp of whom he surprised near Tampa Bay. He served with dis 
each succeeding session thereof, the nameand place of resid: tinction throughout the Mexican war, having taken part in the defense of Fort 
engineer employed in the work of improving riversand harbors by means and | Brown, the battle of Monterey, siege of Vera Cruz, the battle of Cerro Got 
asa result of appropriations made in this and succeeding river (where he was wounded), Contreras, Churubusco, and Molino del Rey. He le 
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the storming party at Chapultepec, which captured the enemy’s flag, and was | 
for this act of gallantry brevetted major. For his service in Mexico he was pre- 

sented by the citizens of Saint Louis with a sword, From 1548 to 1850 he was in 

garrison at Fort Leavenworth, 1850-'51 at Jefferson Barracks, and in 1851-'52 on 

frontier duty at Corpus Christi, Tex. 

In 1852 he served with the Rio Grande expedition, in which he captured Car- 
vajal and his gang of desperadoes. He was alsoin the Utah expeditions of 1858- 
+59-60, and was engaged in the surprise and capture of a camp of hostile Indians 
on Spanish Fork. He was actively engaged in the iate war, having rendered 
valuable service in New Mexico in 1461-’62. Subsequently he served with the 
Army of the Potomac, taking part in the battles of Fredericksburg and Chance! 
lorsvilleand in its Pennsylvaniacampaign. At the battle of Gettysburg, while 
in command ofa brigade, he was seriously wounded, a bullet entering his head 
about 1} inches behind the right eye and on a level with it, passing through his 
head and emerging through the left socket, carrying the left eye with it. Thus 
in an instantthe vision of both eyes was completely destroyed, and at the same 
time the senses of smell and of hearing were greatly impaired. 

From the effects of this wound he suffered acutely ever after in the shape of 
violent attacks of pain in the head and of epilepsy, necessitating the constant 
presence of an attendant. During the last few years of his life these epileptic 
attacks became very frequent, not only daily, but sometimes to the number of 
six du the dr. and night. It was in one of these attacks of unusual sever- 
ity, and the direct consequences of it, that he died, as shown by the report of 
the attending Army surgeon, a certified copy of which is appended hereto. 

The career of General Paul was a series of gallant exploits in his country’s 
defense, covering a iod of nearly thirty years of actual service in the field, 
and embracing lorida wars, the Mexican war, and closing with the battle 
of Gettysburg, where his sight was completely destroyed. 

In ition of his gallantry on this occasion he was presented by the 
Twenty-ninth New Jersey Volunteers with a handsome jeweled sword, and was 
breveted brigadier-general. In February, 1865, he was retired from active serv- 
ice “for disability resulting from wounds received in line of duty,” and was as- 
signed to duty at the Soldiers’ Home, Washington, D.C., until June, 1865, when 
he was p in charge of the Military Asylum at Harrodsburg, Ky. Here he 
remained until December 20, 1866. This was his last duty. 

He died in this city on the 5th of May, 1885, having been in the service fifty- 
one years and ten months. His widow, Mrs. Louise Paul, is much in need, and 
asks that relief which the bill recently introduced by Senator HAWLEY pro- 
vides—a relief for which there are very many precedents. 

ully submitted. 
R. A. MARMION, 


United States Navy. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that 
that is enough of the report. It gives a very full history of the case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. WALLACE] withdraw his demand for the reading of the report in 
full? 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not desire to have it read further. 

- ‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering this bill 
to a third reading. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words ‘‘at the 
rate of fifty dollars per month from and after the passage of this act’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws.’’ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What would this widow be entitled to un- 
der the law? 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘Thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is she receiving a pension now? 

Mr. MORRILL. I judge not, from the report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price}. 

Mr. MORRILL. Before that motion is put, Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to say that after listening to the report in this case I hope there is no 
member of this House who will object to giving this poor woman $50 a 
month. I do not desire to take up time in discussing the case, but I 
call attention to the facts recited in the report as to the career of this 
officer. Fifty-one years spent in the service of his country, losing both 

eyes at the battle of Gettysburg, suffering for years all the tortures it 
is possible for any human being to suffer, and dying from the effects of 
his wounds—in view of such a record it seems to me that $50 a month 
is little enough for us to give the destitute widow of such a soldier. 

Mr. PRICE. If the gentleman had not taken up time on this bill I 
would not have felt called upon to reply to him. Mr. Speaker, we are 
not pensioning this officer. My heart goes out in sympathy for that 
woman as much as that of the gentleman from Nebraska can possibly 
do. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am not from Nebraska. 

Mr. PRICE. Kansas. I beg pardon of the Nebraska delegation. 
But the services and suffering of this officer have nothing to do with 


this case. Thegentleman knows, and weall know, that there is neither 
sense nor honesty in giving this woman any extraordinary pension more 
How- 


than would be given to the widow of any other good soldier. 
ever, Ido not want to talk, and I will not take up the time of the 
House. (Cries of “ Vote!” “‘ Vote!’’] 


The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Price, and it was 


The bill was then ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


Tead the third time, and passed. 

' Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
. The latter motion was agreed to. 

: Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve 
) itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the 
i special order. 
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Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, before that question is put, I wish 
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to suggest that the thermometer seems to present about five degrees of 


temperature for each member who is present this evening, and under 
I think a motion to adjourn would be very much in 


order, Therefore, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
The motion of Mr. MATSON that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills under the spe- 
ial order was then agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 


Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that members 
present be allowed to call up such bills as they desire. There are 
some Senate bills that can be passed upon. 

Mr. LONG. I must object to that, Mr. Chairman. I have waited 
six weeks to reach a case which is now near the head of the Calendar. 

Mr. RICE. I must object also. 

Mr. LONG. DoI understand, Mr. Chairman, that the cases are to 
be taken up in their order? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. g 

Mr. LONG. If I could be sure of an opportunity to call up my case 
I would not object. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I must object, Mr. Chairman, to any such ar- 
rangement. Let us take the cases in their regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will report the 
bills on the Calendar in their order. 


The gentleman can call his case up. 


JACOB S. BIDDLE. 


The first business was the bill (H. R. 4712) to place the name of 
Jacob 8. Biddle on the pension-roll. 

Mr. MATSON. Iask unanimous consent that that bill be passed 
over informally. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that when the title of a bill is read by the Clerk, if no 
one rises in his place to ask its consideration, it shall be at once passed 
over by the Clerk without any formal motion to that effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. That course will be pursued unless objected to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then only the cases of those who have 
friends will be considered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
speak for them. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
tee are here—— 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Regular order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Give all an equal chance. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. WARNER] ob- 
ject? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No, I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that order will be 
made. The Chair requests that when the title of the bill is read, any 
gentleman desiring its consideration will rise in his place and so state. 


Well, there is nobody here to 


Suppose there is a report and the commit- 


FRIDOLINE GLASTETTER. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8S. 2132) grant- 
ing a pension to Fridoline Glastetter. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fridoline Glastetter, late a private 
in Company F, Second Illinois Light Artillery Volunteers. 

Mr. WALLACE. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be laid 

aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 
Mr. WALLACE. I think this is either the third or the fourth evening 
on which this bill has been presented; and it has been objected to on 
each occasion. From my standpoint it bears but little merit, and I 
shall object to it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
passed over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. I will 
only say that I consider it a bill of a great deal of merit. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over informally, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 


SAMUEL SAWYER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4028) 
granting a pension to Samuel Sawyer. 

Mr. RICE. I ask consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Sawyer, late of Company 
G, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, 


Mr. WALLACE. 


I call for the reading of the report in this case. 
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The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 4028, 
submitted the following report: 

Samuel Sawyer enlisted in Company G, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, 
August 13, 1862,and was discharged for disability June 8, 1865; he filed declara- 
tion for pension June 28, 1880, alleging “* heart, rheumatic, and kidney troubles.”’ 
His claim was rejected October 31, 1885,0n the ground,“ no record of alleged 
diseases, no satisfactory medical evidence of treatment in service or since dis- 
charge. Kheumatism only disease now found, and is not shown to have been 
contracted in service.” 

The evidence in this case is as follows: 

Simon Goss, of Millbury, Mass., neighbors, testify : 

“That they have known claimant since 1858; at time he enlisted, in 1862, and 
a long time prior thereto he was a strong, healthy man, apparently free from 
all bodily infirmity of any kind, and particularly free from rheumatism, kid- 
ney, and heart disease, with which he was troubled on his return in June, 1865." 

Kdward T. Raymond, lieutenant and captain, testifies : 

**Claimant was a strong, robust man when he entered the service, and was a 
good soldier, and that during his term of service he contracted disabilities and 
was under treatment in hospital for same."’ 

Alonzo Davidson, captain claimant's company, says: 

“Claimant was sent to United States general hospital at City Point, Va., in 
September, 1864, with chronic diarrhea and rheumatism, and was discharged 
the service by reason of disability.” 

Andrew J. Adams and David A. Powers, claimant’s company, testify : 

“That in June, 1863, from exposure, claimant was taken sick with what the 
regimental surgeon called ‘heart and kidney trouble,’ and that claimant suf- 
fered very much from same.”’ 

Warren Tyler, M. D., North Brookfield, assistant surgeon Thirty-sixth Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteers, certifies: 

“I have no doubt but that I treated Mr. Sawyer forthe disease he describes in 
the winter of 1863.” 

George F. Parish, hospital steward, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts, testifies : 

**In April, 1864, at Annapolis, Md., about April, 1864, claimant was sick, and 
dr. Bryant said he was a badly used-up man, and directed me to give special 
and personal attention to his treatment. Afterward saw him in other hospital, 
but can not say for what particular disease he was treated.” 

George 8. Flagg and Suianer Goss, of Millbury, Mass., neighbors, testify : 

“On claimant's return from the Army he suffered much from rheumatism, 
kidney, and heart diseases, and has year by year ever since, and has been inca- 
pacitated for manual labor from quarter to one-half the time.” 

The board of surgeons at Fitchburg, Mass., after an exhaustive examination, 
rate him at * total for rheumatism.” 

Your committee are of opinion that the fact is well substantiated by the evi- 
dence before it that claimant entered the service astrongand rugged man; that 
he returned home after a service of nearly three years, discharged for disabili- 
ties which have ever since incapacitated him in a greater or less degree from 
earning his living; like thousands of others who suffer from rheumatism, he 
has “grinned and borne it,” relieving himself with such remedies as were at 
hand, and not employing a physician ; hence his case is weakened by this pro- 
fessional omission. 

Your committee consider that the relief asked for should be granted, and re- 
port back the accompanying bill, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported tothe House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask that this bill may go over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana[Mr. WALLACE] 
objects to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. RICE. I call for a vote. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House, there were—ayes 33, noes 1. 

Mr. WALLACE. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. WALLACE and Mr. RICE were ap- 

vinted. 

. Mr. NEECE. I ask unanimous consent thatthis bili be passed over 
informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. RICE. LI object. Thisis as good acase as any on the Calendar. 
I know this man; I know all these witnesses. 

Mr. GOFF. There could not be a stronger case. 

Mr. RICE. No better case is on the Calendar. 

Mr. LYMAN. If we can not pass this bill we will go home. 

The committee proceeded to divide; and the tellers reported—ayes 
40. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Those voting in the negative will now pass be- 
tween the tellers. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. One member who is himself a teller can not pass 
between the tellers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALLACE. When I consider myself right, forty men out of 
three hundred and twenty-five are not going to persuade me out of my 
convictions. If they think they are going todo so, they are very much 
mistaken. 

Mr. LONG. I hope the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] 
will give me h's attention one moment. I ask him whether, in view 
of the fact that he is the only member of the House voting against this 
bill, he does not think it worth while to give us the reasons why he 
thinks the bill should not pass. All the members now present with 
the exception of the gentleman are satisfied this isa good case and that 
the bill should become a law. If the gentleman, in the exercise of his 
own independent judgment, has come to a different conclusion, does 
he not think it right and fair to the rest of us that hé should state the 
grounds of his judgment? Let us discuss this question fairly and 
squarely as if there werea full attendance. If this applicant is not en- 
titled to a pension, let us vote against the bill. If on discussion it is 
found to be a meritorious case, let us vote for it. I wish the gentle- 
man would state his reasons. 


Mr. WALLACE. I have no objection in the world to doing so, 
though it is alittle out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Louisiana may be 
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permitted to give his reasons against the bill. The Chair hears no ob. 
jection. 

Mr. WADE. I would like to limit the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. WALLACE. ‘The gentleman’ is only proposing to make qa 
statement in order to oblige you. 

Mr. WADE. It does not oblige me. 

Mr. WALLACE. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. LONG. I would also append to the proposition just stated the 
request that my colleague [Mr. Rice] may state his reasons for the }j||. 

Mr. WALLACE. A gentleman on your side has objected in such 
rude manner that I do not propose to proceed further. I would be 
out of order at all events in making a statement. 

Mr. LONG. No one objects. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona) 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague [Mr. Rice] may be per- 
mitted to give the reasons why he thinks this bill should receive fayor- 
able consideration. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts Mr. RicE] will proceed. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Chairman, I submitted no remarks on the bill when 
the report was made because I felt the reading of the report was sufi. 
cient explanation of the facts and the facts as stated in the report 
would command the approval of the House. But as objection has 
been made to the bill, I will proceed in a very few words to state why 
I think it ought to pass. . 

It appears here from the testimony before the committee, testimony 
sufficient to satisfy them, that this man was in the service three years 
and that he was discharged for disability. That proves he was asound 
man when he entered the service. 

Then there is the testimony of his neighbors, whom I know and whom 
I know to be respectable, that he went into the service a sound, robust 
man. 

Mr. LONG. That is proved by his having been mustered into the 
service. 

Mr. RICE. I say nothing about the fact that he was mustered into 
the service. That is considered sufficient proof he was sound and ro- 
bust at the time. 

Here is the testimony of the men who knew him that he was a sound, 
robust man when he entered the service. Here is the record testimony 
which the gentleman wants that at the end of three years’ faithful 
service he was discharged because of the disability which he incurred 
in the service. 

It is true the hospital records do not show he was sick with rheuma- 
tism while he was in the service, but they do show he was in the hos- 
pital on account of sickness. His regimental surgeon states he knew 
that sickness was rheumatism. His comrades say it was rheumatism. 
One of the hospital stewards states the surgeon admitted Mr. Sawyer 
was known in the hospital as a badly used-up man. So there is no 
question he left the service as a badly used-up man; that he was in the 
hospital; that he was discharged for disability; there is no question 
about that from the record testimony in the case. 

Then there is the testimony of his captain, of his surgeon, and of his 
comrades he was sick with rheumatism during his service. Then there 
is the testimony of his neighbors that he has been a sick man ever since 
he left the service. There is also the fact of the board of surgeons be- 
fore whom he was examined, which said his disability is now total on 
account of rheumatism. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. RICE. Certainiy. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Taking the report as true, I can not under- 
stand why this claim should not be allowed at the Pension Office. 

Mr. RICE. I admit I can not understand why it is not allowed. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman this question: Shou!d 
the American Congress refuse to do justice in a proper case, as this is 
by the statements of the report of the committee; should we refuse be- 
cause some clerk in the Pension Office neglects to properly adjudicate 
the claim? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Do you wish me to answer now? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not wish to take up the time of the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I will answer the question 
of the gentleman from Illinois by showing it to be impossible to do jus 
tice by special acts toall those who come here for relief; and to prove 
this, let me give yousomefigures. There have been introduced into t!'s 
House about 4,000 pension bills; or, to be exact, 4,127. A large nun: 
ber, I do not know just how many, has been introduced in the Senate. 
There have been introduced and referred to the Committee on \\a" 
Claims 4,116 bills and petitions, and 1,327 to the Committee on Ciaims. 
Besides these, 993 have been sent to the Committee on Military Aas 
and 200 tothe Naval Committee. All, or nearly all these of course a‘¢ 
private bills. Other committees, too, have private bills, so that alto 
gether over 10,000 bills, petitions, and joint resolutions of a priva'¢ 
character, ing for relief, have been introduced so far in the House 2 
this Congress. es these there are some two or three thousand in t'¢ 
Senate. Now let us see how long it would take to consider and pss 
upon all these bills. __ 

Mr. BAYNE. Does not the Committee on Pensions report advers¢') 
meet gy cong cases referred to it? ; 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. do not understand that it does. The 
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figures show that of those considered about one thousand were reported 

favorably and some five hundred and fifty adversely; and it is fair to 

presume that as much time is consumed in investigating a claim re- 
rted adversely as to one reported favorably. 

Mr. BAYNE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And therefore what the gentleman says 
does not affect my argument at all. 

Now, to give ten minutes’ time to the reading of the reports and the 
consideration, the engrossment and third reading and passage of the 
bills, and certainly no one would think less time would be required— 
in fact the average length of time necessarily consumed would no 
doubt exceed ten minutes, would take—— 

Mr. GOFF. But the gentleman takes no account of the number of 
bills that are rejected—the cases reported adversely from the committee. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me continue these figures now. It 
would be necesssary to give at least as much time as I have indicated, 
whether the bills are considered favorably or unfavorably. 

Mr. GOFF. But not those reported adversely. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr.GOFF. ButI wantto call the gentleman’s attention to the point 
that in the estimate he should exclude the rejected cases. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Isay togivean average of but ten minutes 
to each one of these 4,500 pension bills alone would require one hundred 
and twenty-five days’ time of the House, counting six hours to a ses- 
sion, or practically all the time of the session to act upon private pen- 
sion bills alone. If to pension bills we add all other private bills before 
the House and give ten minutes to each claim, we could not get 
through with all of them if we sat herefrom December to December, and 
did nothing else, or considered no public matters at all. 

Again, these private bills increase every session. There are twice as 
many this session as there were a few sessions back, and more than 
there were altogether the first twenty-five years of the existence of the 
Government, and if we go on considering and allowing these claims in 
this manner, or even allowing one out of every ten which are presented, 
we may expect at each recurring session of Congressa large increase in 
the bills introduced. For if this is found to be the place, and by spe- 
cialact the way to gét relief, they will come here more and more of them. 
This would be true not only of pension claims but of all other claims, 
which shows, Mr. Chairman, that it is absolutely impossible to mete 
out even justice to all in this manner. 

Mr. GOFF. Then how would you do it? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Before answering that question let me go 
a little further in this line, for I am trying to show how impossible 
it is—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not now; let me conclude this point. I 
want to show how impossible it is for us todo justice to claimants or 
transact at all this business in this manner. 

Now, suppose but one thousand private bills should pass in a session, 
if the President should take ten or fifteen minutes for the examination 
of each one of them, and if he is to sign a bill he must of course be 
expected to look into it, and it would take certainly as much time as 
I have indicated to half consider a bill, then how much time do you 
suppose it would take him to examine one thousand private bills and 
append his signature to them? 

Why, it would take a large fraction of his time. But if, instead of 
one thousand bills, it is proposed to pass four or five thousand bills in 
& session, as w2 must if we expect to do anything like even justice to 
all, the President would have time to do little else but examine and 
sign this class of bills. So that we would be brought to the pass that 
in this great country with its multiplicity of public interests, which 
requires all the time and energy of the Executive, he would be called 
upon to give his time to private claims and let public matters go. If 
we act upon all the bills now before us—and those who introduced them 
think they ought to be acted upon—and the Executive looks into each 
one of them, neither he nor we could do anythingelse. It is no answer 
to say that it is not expected that all private bills introduced will be 
considered. How else can their merits be determined? What justice 
is there in considering one and refusing to consider another, or in con- 
sidering one thousand out of five thousand and neglecting the rest ? 

very essence of injustice is inequality where there ought to be 
equality. The evil lies in adhering to this method of meting out jus- 
tice by — acts instead of providing a speedier and more equitable 
way. It is not fair or right to give consideration only to those who 
have influential friends here to push and urge their claims and refuse 
others less fortunate. 

I have given these figures and made the deductions I have to show 
the necessity of devising other means than by private bills to do justice 
to petitioners, and to satisfy the ends of justice as affecting this class 
of claimants. What a spectacle, moreover, the American Congress, 

of three hundred and twenty-five members of the House and 
seventy: from all parts of the Union, presents to the world, 
sent naeeenn next of rovinory board over cases that have been passed 
upon in the Pension Office! To-day a vetoed bill was before the House 
and laid aside till December, simply increasing a sane by changing 
the rating from that fixed by the medical board. Suppose we take up 





that business and propose to pass here on the ratings of soldiers for the 
various kinds of disability, reviewing the decisions of medical boards, 
to what would that lead? There are between three and four hundred 
thousand pensioners, and if it was found that pensions could be in- 
creased in this way there would be no limit to the number of bills that 
would come here; the House woyld be flooded with them if we once 
entered upon that character of legislation. This session we have passed 
over six hundred pension bills, which is more than were passed in the 
whole eight years of General Grant’s administration, and the records 
of the House show as more bills are passed more come to the House for 
relief. 


Mr. GUENTHER. ‘What remedy would the gentleman suggest ? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. A complete remedy would require no doubt 


a material change in the pension laws, at any rate justice can never be 
fairly dealt out in the manner we are now proceeding. 


Mr. RICE. What is the argument the gentleman is making? Is 


it against this particular bill or against the general principle? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam not making an argument against this 


bill; on the contrary I think, as I said before, from the reading of the re- 
port that it is a meritorious case. 


Mr. RICE. Then let us passit. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! Vote!’’] 
Mr. PERKINS. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Very well, I will yield; but if the call 


for a quorum is withdrawn so that the House can proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill before us, I will take up no more time. 


Mr. PERKINS. I want to ask this question: If the House had 


agreed to the Senate amendment to the Mexican pension bill at the 
last session of Congress would not this difficulty have been greatly ob- 
viated ? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Well if the House had agreed to give men 


pensions whose names were onthe rolls for only fourteen days and who 
never performed an hour’s service 





Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That was not the proposition. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That was the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Never with reference to the Union 
soldiers. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. For myself I object to pension bills of 
that character. 

-Mr. WADE. I make the point of order that the gentleman is not 
discussing the matter before the House, and I think he is not in order. 

Mr. NEECE. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr.FUNSTON. If we are not toconsider any of these bills because 
we can not consider them all, why should we consider any of the cases 
on the Calendar? 

Mr. WADE. I insist on my point of order. This whole thing is 
not relevant to the case now before the committee. 

Mr. FUNSTON. My question is, are we to consider none of these 
bills because we can not consider all? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. FuNsToNn] 
will please suspend until the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WADE] 
can have an opportunity of stating his point of order. 

Mr. WADE. The point of order I make is that all this talk is not 
relevant, from the fact that it is not addressed to the bill before the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The gentle- 
man occupying the floor will confine himself to the question before the 
committee. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think I am confining myself to the ques- 
tion, and will answer the question which has been addressed to me by 
the gentleman from Kansas. I have said the essence of injustice was 
inequality in the law where there ought to be equality. It can never 
be right to consider a few favored cases and refuse or neglect to con- 
sider others equally meritorious. The trouble lies in the method. 
Congress can easily provide ways to have all, not a few but all claims 
considered, and that is what ought, in my opinion, to be done now. 
There will, of course, always be excep’ wal cases that can not well 
be provided by general laws, but if only such cases come here they could 
easily be attended to. But thatisa different thing from trying tomeet 
all cases by special legislation. Legislative bodies have never made 
good courts. It can provide courts and that is what we ought to do 
now. 

Mr. WADE. [I insist on my point of order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Missouri had better 
quiet his disturbed spirit. I hope I can be permitted to discuss this 
question without further interruption from the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that unanimous consent was 
given to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] to make some statements as 
regards the bill under consideration; and I understand any other pro- 
ceedings are out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent was given tothe gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] to make a statement of the reasons 
why he opposed this bill. He declined to avail himself of that privi- 
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lege. ‘Then unanimous consent was given to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Rick] to make a statement, which entitled him to one 
hour, and he yielded a portion of his time to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WALLACE, I beg to state to the Chair that I did not yield. 
After the gentleman from Massachusetts had an opportunity to make 
his statement 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] 
was not recognized because he did not claim the floor. 

Mr. WALLACE. Unanimous consent was given to me to make a 
statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman did not take the floor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I did not know that I had said anything 
calculated to disturb gentlemen so much. If we could proceed to do 
any business, to pass any bills—— 

Mr. LONG. Let us do it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If we could do that I would yield the floor 
any moment. 

Mr. LONG. It was understood the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
WALLACE] was to state his reasons for opposing the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And he has declined todoso; and I decline 
to be interrupted any more. 

Mr. RICE. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time did the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Rice] yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WaR- 
NER}? 

Mr. RICE. I did not yield any definite time. Inow yield him five 
minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope I will not be disturbed again. I 
have simply given figures pertaining to the bills before us, and the 
reasons why it is impracticable and impossible to go on indefinitely in 
the course we are now pursuing, and the necessity of devising some 
better method. One of the things which I think we ought to do im- 
mediately is to increase the number on the pension board of appeals 
and to give to that board some equity powers. That woulditself relieve 
the House of a large number of the pension cases before it by provid- 
ing for their better consideration elsewhere. I think all will agree that 
that would be better than to consider now and then one of the large 
number that come here and let the rest go on the plea that we have not 
the time to consider more. Propositions are now pending to provide 
for sending private claims to a court of claims, and some measure of 
this kind ought to pass, and doubtless will. But it is equally impor- 
tant to make similar provisions for pension cases. Then the spectacle 
of a Congress composed of a House of three hundred and twenty-five 
members and a Senate of seventy-six members sitting as a court on little 
petty claims would no longer be presented. For whole days these petty 
claims have been used to block the course of public business; for whole 
days, as the other day, keeping back bills forfeiting land-grants and the 
interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I decline to be interrupted further. The 
gentleman from Missouri will please resume his seat. I insist he shall 
not occupy my time. 

Mr. WADE. I insist that the gentleman from Ohio has no time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri rise toaques- 
tion of order? 

Mr. WADE. I made the point of order that the gentleman from 
Ohio was not talking to the question before the committee. The Chair 
sustained the point of order. Now he is going on in the same line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is an 
old member, familiar with the rules. The Chair hopes he wil! confine 
himself within the rules. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. While Iam on the floor I wish to say a 
word about the bill which has been referred to to-night and which came 
from the Senate, in the general provisions of which I agree, but which 
I think ought to be amended before it passes this House. I refer toSen- 
ate bill 1866. This bill sets up astandard of $24 a month for total dis- 
ability for claims pensioned under that act, while all who get pensions 
under former acts for wounds incurred in battle or other disability are 
rated upon ascaleof$8 amonth. This isan inequality which ought not 
toexist, and in this respect atleast the billshould beamended. What- 
ever standard is established the scale should be the same for the same 
or like disabilities, no matter under what act the pension is allowed. 
By this bill the old veterans pensioned long ago for disabilities incurred 
in battle would still be rated on the basis of $8 per month, while those 
who come in under this act would get three times as much for the same 
disabilities. This is so glaring an injustice that no one can approve 
of it. 

Then, again, this bill allows claim agents $25 on contracts for every 
claim presented under that act. As the bill came from the Senate it 
would seem calculated to fatten claim agents more than it helps sol- 
diers. Inthesetwo particularsat any rate this bill oughtto be amended, 
and then it would be a great improvement on the Mexican pension bill, 
to which my friend from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] referred. 

Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to say a word to-night, and only 
rose because I was asked certain questions which led me to give some 
reasons why this method of attempting to remedy evils and do justice 
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to private claimants by special legislation must of necessity giye \ 
to something more practicable. A halt on this method of legis}at; 
must sooner or later be called, and I think the time has come now. 
am sure gentlemen generally will agree with me in that. But [ ac; 
that until we provide some better way we must consider these })j| 
best we can. 

But the facts and figures I have presented show us the necessity o; 
providing a better way. As to the particular case before us I was 
prised on hearing the report read, that it was necessary to bring 
case here at all. I do not and can not understand why such a cas 
the facts be as they are stated in the report, can not be allowed 
has not been allowed in the Pension Office. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman answer a question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will if I have time. 

Mr. CONGER. How many private pension bills has the gentlen 
himself introduced this session ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Oh, quite a large number—for want . 
better system. I doastherestdo. lintroduce bills, but unfortuna: 
not many of them get consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has ex. 
pired. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the remainder of my ti, 
until the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] has spoke: 
he ‘lesires to speak upon this bill. 

« WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this proceed- 
ing is so entirely out of order and so different from what it should }y 
underthe rules of parliamentary law thatit can be explained only upon 
the ground that this is a meeting of the House for the special purpose of 
passing pension bills, and bears out the character and reputation which 
the House has so long enjoyed for doing on such occasions acts which 
are entirely outside of the range of parliamentary law. Therefore | do 
not consider that Iam called upon to make any explanation of my 
reasons for opposing this bill; but, in consideration of the requests o! 
some of my friends that I should do so, I am perfectly willing to st 
to the House why I object to the bill. I will endeavor to do so in as 
few words as possible, and I trust that it will not lead to any furthe: 
debate, occupying our time unnecessarily. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] has struck the key-not 
of my objection to this bill in asking why the Pension Office cou!d not 
allow this applicant a pension under the law. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. R1cr] has drawn my attention to a statement he: 
that this soldier was discharged for disability. If he was discharged 
for disability, did not the Pension Office have the records of that disa- 
bility? And if the disability was so great that he had to be discharged 
from the Army on account of it, was it not great enough to justify the 
Pension Office in allowing him a pension? But no, it was not great 
enough; the disability was not sufficiently marked, as the result o! his 
career in the Army, to entitle him to a pension there incurred. 

Indeed, so slight was the disability that not until fifteen years after- 
ward did he discover that he had this severe case of rheumatism which 
rendered it impossible for him to contend in the great struggle of li‘e 
I do not find any testimony in this case that is strong enough to over- 
come the statement of the Pension Office, which is that there is ‘‘n0 
record of alleged diseases, no satisfactory medical evidence of treatment 
in service or since discharge. Rheumatism is the only disease now 
found, and it is not shown to have been contracted in service.’’ 

For fifteen years it was impossible to discover that this disease ws 
the result of the man’s service in the Army. Now, I do not think it: 
necessary to go any further than that. The other testimony in the «« 
is only such as we find in all these cases—testimony made by indu'- 
gent friends who are willing to stretch their memories more or !ess, 
providing they do not do violence to their consciences, who certain!y 
go as far as their consciences will allow them to go, and perhaps a |itt!: 
further. And, Mr. Chairman, it must be remembered that the reports 
in these cases are made up by the friends of the claimants. 

The testimony before the committee is all put there by the claimant 
and his friends, and there is no chance to have any rebutting testimony 
unless itcomes through the Pension Office. Now, ifthe statement of tli 
Pension Office in this case is not strong enough to rebut the testimony 
on the other side which comes from indulgent and friendly fellow-s0!- 
diers, I certainly do not understand the nature or weight of evidence 
And, Mr. Chairman, as these pension bills have been brought in to suc! 
a large extent, it is evident that a line must be drawn somewhere; 20° 
that being so, I think it ought to be drawn on a case of this kind, wc) 
presents so little merit. 

I have made no captious opposition to this bill. I did not call for 4 
quorum until it was forced upon me. As to laying over bills, there }s 
a bill here that has been laid over for four consecutive pension 1)x!)'s. 
Undoubtedly that bill will be brought in here at some session W!«" 
there are but few members present and no one who knows anyt!!”: 
about it, no objection will be made, and it will be passed. 1 0 »°! 
think that is fair or proper legislation. These cases should be take2 

order. I have consented to this pension legislation her 
night after night rather than be as an obstructionist, partic 
larly as the meetings heretofore have been somewhat respect!) 19 
point of numbers. 

Mr. RICE. This has come up in its regular order. Will the s°™ 
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tleman now withdraw his call for a quorum upon condition that the 
pill shall be considered as reported favorably to the House, the previ- 
ous question ordered upon it, the vote to be taken in the full House? 

Mr. WALLACE. At next session? If it goes over until next ses- 
sion I have no objection, but the House is now crowded with other bills 
of far greater magnitude and importance. I have no desire to obstruct 
legislation this evening. I did not calla quoram until I was com- 
pelled to do so, although I could have done it on the first bill. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. RicE). Letit go over until next session. 

Mr. RICE. LI accept the proposition. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts—— 

Mr. RICE. I made the proposition. I am content that there shall 
be a favorable report to the Hous, that the previous question be con- 
sidered as ordered, and that a vote—-— 

Mr. WALLACE. I object to a favorable report. I have no objec- 
tion to permitting the question to go to a full House. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then let it be simply reported to the House. 

Mr. WALLACE. Reported to the House. I have no objection to 


that. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that a vote be taken on the first Friday in 
December. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The first Friday after the first Monday. 

Mr. RICE. I understand that the bill is to be favorably reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Reported tothe House and the previous question 
considered as ordered and a vote taken on the bill on the first Friday 
of the next session. Is that the agreement? 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts a question. It is virtually conceded, then, that the Committee 
of the Whole shall cease to consider this bill and that it go to the con- 
sideration of the House—— 

Mr. RICE. With a favorable report from the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Witha favorable report {from thecommittee. Then, 
if I understand, it is conceded that this man deserves legislation, and 
that this course of proceeding —— 

Mr. WALLACE. I object to further discussion. 

Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order, and I ask the Chair to sus- 
tain me in it. 

Mr. WALLACE. I object to this discussion. 

Mr. CANNON. I asked the gentleman from Massachusetts to yield 
to me till I asked a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that debate is not in or- 


der. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
twenty or thirty minutes. I ask the gentleman to let me state my 
question. 

Mr. WALLACE. I make the point that no right to transfer time 
was given. When unanimous consent was granted, it was granted in- 
dividually to the gentleman from Massachusetts and myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts had thirty 
minutes of his time remaining. The proposition was made by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, which the Chair understood the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to accept. If the proposition is objected to—— 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not objecting, but I am trying to see—— 

Mr. WALLACE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from Massachusetts will be 


for thirty minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. I rise to a question of order. I want to know 
whether the tleman from Louisiana holds within his person as a 


member of the House all the dignity and all the rights of all the mem- 
bers on this floor. 
Mr. WALLACE. Now, the gentleman is making another point of 
order. Can he make two points of order at the same time? 
Mr. RICE. I call for the regular order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order at this time except by 
unanimous consent. The proposition, as the Chair understands, is 
this—that this bill shall be reported to the House—— 
Mr. RICE. Favorably 
The CHAIRMAN. That the previous question be ordered, and that 
a vote be taken upon it the first Friday of next session. 
Several MemBers. That is it. 


h The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
i Mr. RICE. I understand the report is to be favorable. 
b Mr. WALLACE. No; I object to that. 

A Memper. Now read the next bill. 
a Mr. CANNON. No; the next bill can not be read until I understand 
$ about this. If the gentleman from Louisiana has the right to dictate 
. our proceedings to the exclusion of everybody else I want to know it. 
D I want to know whether it is agreed that this case shall go with a favor- 
g able report to the full House, provided the vote upon it be postponed 
ti till next session. 
D The CHAIRMAN. TheChair did not so understand the proposition 
G of the from Louisiana. 
i- Mr. . What is the proposition then ? 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the proposition of the 
gentleman from Louisiana to be this: that the bill should be reported 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


to the House—the first pri 
but as the Chair was proceeding to state that proposition the gentle- 
man from Louisiana at once aroseand said, ‘* not favorably reported’’— 
now the Chair understands the proposition to be that the bill shall be 
reported to the House with the previous question considered as ordered, 
and that a vote be taken on the measure the first 
session. 


his pension for four months to satisf 


House otherwise than favor: 
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position was that it be favorably repor 


Friday of the next 
ypo ition. 
s to be k pi out of 


That the Chair understands to be the pi 
Mr. CANNON. In other words, this poor man 


y the gentleman from Louisiana. 
Mr. SKINNER. Irisetoaparliamentaryinquiry. | e to know 
whether, when a bill is reported from the Committee of the Whole to 


the House, it is not necessary that it be reported either favorably or 
unfavorably. 


Can it be reported ‘‘dry so 


The CHAIRMAN. 


| Laughter }. 
The Chair is of opinion that a bill can be re- 


ported without recommendation. 


Mr. RICE. 


I do not consent that the bill shall be reported to the 
bly. 
The gentleman from Loui 


Mr. LONG. siana on reflection will not 


object to that, because so far as action has been taken in the committee 
it has been favorable to the bill. 
the truth other than favorably, because the vote has been 40tol. It 
is of little consequence how it is reported to the House, because after 
it has been reported to the House the vote of the House must come to 
determine the matter. 


You can not report it if you report 


Mr. WALLACE. If itis of sufficient importance to the gentleman 


from Massachusetts to refuse to let it go without report to the House, 
it is of sufficient importance to refuse to permit it to go to the House 
with a favorable report. 
little consequence how the bill is reported to the House, why then does 
the gentleman object to the bill being reported to the House unless it 
goes there with a favorable report? 


If it is a matter, as the gentleman says, of 


Mr. LONG. Because that is the truth, that it has been favorabl 


considered. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition it shall go 


to the House without a favorable report? 


Mr. RICE. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is entitled 


to the floor and will proceed with his remarks. 


Mr. RICE. I will reserve my time. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in error. The gentleman from 


Massachusetts [ Mr. RICE] not claiming his time, the tellers will resume 
their places. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
whether he claims the floor. 


Mr. RICE. I will take the floor and yield to the gentleman from 


Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 


Mr. NEECE. I move the committee rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has yielded 


to the gentleman from Illinois. 


Mr. CANNON addressed the committee. [See Appendix. } 

Mr. RICE. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price]. 
Mr. PRICE addressed the committee. [See Appendix. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] 


has seven minutes of his time remaining. 


Mr. RICE. Mr. Chairman, I introduced this bill in this House be- 
cause I believed it to be a just case. I believe that the claim should 
have been allowed in the Pension Office; but as it was not allowed 
there, I exercised my right in introducing it here. It was favorably 
reported by the committee; the report was unanimous. It has been 
voted upon twice in this Committee of the Whole: and each time the 
vote has been in its favor, only the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
WALLACE] dissenting. 

True, thereis not a quorum here to-night, nor has there been a quorum 
on any night when pension bills have been considered. 

A MEMBER. Nor on any other night. 

Mr. RICE. Nor on any other occasion when there has been an even- 
ing session for the transaction of business. 

Representing, therefore, this brave and broken soldier—broken by 
three years’ service for the flag which, thanks to the efforts of such 
men, still waves over the gentleman from Louisiana for his protection 
and the protection of his swampy State, I do not feel that I should be 
justified in accepting anything less ‘rom this committee than that 
which they are so ready to give, that is, a favorable report to the House 
upon the meritsof thiscase. For that! stand; thatI claim. I should 
be pusillanimous, I should be false 1o my constituents, false to my 
State, were I to accept less. If the gentleman from Louisiana, asking 
as he does so many favors for his locality, sees fit, standing here alone, 
to interrupt and arrest the business of this committee, upon him be 
the responsibility of doing it; I shall contribute no aid in that direc- 
tion. I call for the regular order. [{Applause. } 

, Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, I think I have alittle time. After 
all this eloquence from the other side, certainly I am not going to be 
shut off from my defense. 

Mr. RICE. [I have called the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana has occupied only 
fifteen minutes of his time. 

Mr. RICE. Did he reserve the remainder? 
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Mr. WALLACE. I did. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair so understood the gentleman. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have only a few words to say in answer to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price]. He accuses 
me of obstructing the consideration of pension bills. Without beating 
about the bush in any way I deny, in toto, the accusation. I have sim- 
ply performed what I consider to be the duty of each member of the 
House in regard to legislation coming before it. I have called a quo- 
rum upon bills which I deemed to be objectionable. I have done so 
upon conscientious conviction—not from captious or obstructive spirit. 
On some occasions bills have been passed here which I believed to be 
meritorious; and I have not undertaken to block legislation, except 
when a small portion of the House, far less than a quorum, has endeav- 
ored to force upon me measures which, with my ideas of right and 
wrong, I deemed to be entirely without merit, as I deem this bill to be. 

I have never raised an objection or called a quorum where I could 
allow a bill to be passed over informally. Where I could not conscien- 
tiously agree to the merits of a case in this House I have consented to 
allow it to be passed over. I have never raised my voice at any time 
to block legislation. ‘Two bills have passed to-night and I have raised 
no opposition to them because they seemed to be meritorious. 

But, sir, I have the right to the exercise of my own judgment in this 
House. When only twenty-nine or thirty or forty members are pres- 
ent I claim the right to express my views and if possible to defeat what 
I deem to be bad legislation. 

I have heard quorums called more frequently on that side of the 
House than on this, and when efforts were being made to pass bilis for 
the benefit of the nation at large and not merely for the benefit of an 
individual who has been discovered away off in the backwoods of some 
Congressman’s district. I have seen on that side of the House a quo- 
rum called again and again when bills for the public welfare were under 
consideration in this House. 

Mr. PRICE. Was it a pension bill? 

Mr. WALLACE. Not ona pension bill, of course. That is but a 
small matter and of no national consequence. Gentlemen on the other 
side have raised the question of no quorum on questions of the greatest 
national importance involving the public welfare. 

Mr. PRICE. I did not. 

Mr. WALLACE. Yourside did. You did it in following the lead 
of men whom you allowed to control you. I do not allow any man to 
control me, or any one party to control me upon legislation I deem to 
be without merit. In such a case, where I am satisfied the legislation 
is neither just nor proper I will do everything in my power to defeat 
it. It comes, therefore, with very bad grace for gentlemen on that side 
of the House who have called quorums on bills of the greatest public 
advantage to come here and charge me with having called a quorum on 
bills which I deem to be without merit and which affect not the public 
welfare but merely one individual. 

Mr.GUENTHER. Did you ever raise the question of noquorum on 
any other than pension bills? 

Mr. WALLACE. I will answer that in a few minutes. I have not 
got to that yet. One gentleman to-night claims that the most impor- 
tant bills are passed without a quorum voting,such as appropriation 
bills. They are not for the benefit ofonesingle individual. They are 
not private bills. They are not for the benefit of any one district or a 
small portion of any one district. They are for the benefit of the na- 
tion, and the disbursements under them are nearly all fixed by law, 
and those that are not receive the closest scrutiny of a full House, and 
besides are treated very differently in committees from private bills. If 
necessary in those cases a quorum can be made to appear and vote for 
or against them. I defy any member to show that any such bill has 
been passed by this House on the call of the yeas and nays without the 
presence of a quorum. No such bill has ever been passed without the 
presence of a quorum. 

The gentleman refers to the printing business being passed without 
& quorum at an evening session. I was not here and do not know any- 
thing about that. 

As to the last night’s bills, to which the gentleman has also alluded 
as evidence of my inconsistency, let me say they were private bills 
which were upon the Calendar, and it was my desire and intention, as no 
doubt it was of all the other members, to legislate for the welfare 
of the country. It was the agreement, in the consideration of those 
bills upon the Private Calendar, that one objection would be sufficient 
to force the bill to be passed over. Therefore it was not a case where 
it was necessary or requisite to call for a quorum, because a single ob- 
jection would answer the purpose of preventing the passage of any bill 
which was considered to be without merit. I did object to every case 
that seemed so, unless another member anticipated me. It was not 
such a case as we have here in sessions like that this evening with a 
small number of members present, and when attempts are made to 
force through a bill void of merit without the presence of a quorum. 

The other night, when the House was considering business coming 
from the Post-Office and Post-Roads, there was no quorum; and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin again charges me with inconsistency, because 
I did not block that legislation. Those bills were of the greatest im- 
portance to the country, bills of the utmost importance to the wel- 
fare of the people, for the benefit of all and not for the benefit of one or 


two individuals; yet the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] called 
for a quorum after only one had passed to defeat the passage of such 
bills. I should like to know, therefore, with what grace he can come 
here and criticise'me for calling a quorum onindividual matters, which 
I deem to be without merit, when he called for a quorum to defeat the 
passage of a bill of national importance, because it did not meet his ap. 
proval, and thereby blocked action upon subsequent bills of the utmost 
merit? 

As I said before, gentlemen who are here at these night sessions are 
generally, without exception, members who have their own private 
bills; they come here waiting for their bills to be reached on the Cal- 
endar. Therefore I claim, as a jury sitting on these cases, they are not 
qualified and not competent. I claim their unanimous indorsement 
does not amount to anything with the presence of thirty or forty mem- 
bers only out of three hundred and twenty-five members of the House, 
with each member present interested personally in his own little scheme 
and very careful not to interfere with the passage of bills in which other 
members of the thirty or forty present are interested. 

I can show the gentleman from the records of this House on the 15th 
day of May where forty-four pension bills were passed in this body by 
(I am told) twenty or twenty-one members and only three reports were 
read. I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, what knowledge those 
gentlemen had enabling them to pass upon the forty-one bills whose 
reports were unread —— 

Mr. CANNON. Let me interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not yield for an interruption at this time. 
When I am through the gentleman can have the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Just a word, if the gentleman will allow me, by 
way of explanation. 

Mr. WALLACE. I can not yield. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Unless the gentleman from 
Illinois rises to a question of privilege, it is not in order to interrupt 
the gentleman. It is not courteous to the gentleman from Louisiana 
while occupying the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. But as the gentleman has alluded to me person- 
ally, I wish to make a statement. ’ 

Mr. WALLACE. I will allow the gentleman time when I am 
through. 

I instance this case, Mr. Chairman, of the 15th of May, contained in 
the record of the proceedings of that day, where these forty-four bills 
were passed and where but three reports were read, and one of these 
cases was the widow of a Revolutionary soldier who could not have been 
much less than one hundred years old. I am told bya gentleman who 
was present that there were some twenty-one members in the House at 
that time. 

Mr. PRICE. I must deny the accuracy of that statement. 

Mr. WALLACE. There is the record. 

Mr. PRICE. But as to the twenty-one members—— 

Mr. WALLACE. You do not deny my statement. 

Mr. PRICE. Not your statement but his statement, your inform- 
ant’s statement. 

Mr. WALLACE. I give the statement as it was given to me, and I 
take it for granted that it is accurate. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Were you present last evening ? 

Mr. WALLACE. I was. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. How many reports were read ? 

Mr. WALLACE. All of them while I was here. Not a bill passed 
last night while I was present unless the report was read or a gentle- 
man stated that the report was lengthy, and he made a statement upon 
his own responsibility as a member of this House, which I should be 
sorry to disbelieve. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Twoof the bills were reported last night by my- 
self and the reports were not read. 

Mr. WALLACE. Then it was when I was absent from the House. 
Every bill while I was present last night that was passed was passed 
after the report was read, or after, as 1 have said, an explanation was 
made to obviate the reading of a lengthy report, which the House re- 
garded as satisfactory; and I think gentlemen who were present while 
I was here will bear me out in that statement. 

Now, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price] and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] seek to criticise me for the position 
I have taken with reference to these pension bills. I have already 
stated my views on a former occasion, and my only reason for entering 
upon these general remarks to-night is to deny emphatically that | 
have done anything inconsistent with the original stand I have taken, 
which I now maintain and shall continue to maintain as long as | am 
a member of this House. Where bills are presented which | consider 
are void of merit, and where it is attempted to force them down my 
throat by a meager attendance in this House of forty out of three hun- 
dred and twenty-five members, I shall use my privilege as a member 
of this House to defeat them. The principle by which I am guided 
is this, that these doubtful cases should only be passed by a quorum o! 
the House, if passed at all. I have insisted upon the reading of the 
reports because I do not think we should be called to act upon sucli 
cases when but one individual in the House, the man who prepares the 
—— knows anything about them. 

bills referred to these two pension committees are so numerous the 
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work has to bedivided among subcommittees of one—and that one is often 
personally interested in the bill referred to him—and the committee 
itself accepts his report without scrutiny. The wording of these reports 
indicates the bias of their authors. The testimony for claimant is ex- 


aggerated and given prominence that against him is impugned or soft- 


ed. 

“le conclusion, I deny the charge that I have made an exception of 

pension legislation to demand the presenceofa quorum. While 
my views aredecidedly averse to appropriations of Treasury funds bya 
small minority, I have yielded where the number of members present 
reached to respectable proportions, and have contented myself by call- 
ing a quorum only where I deemed a bill a bad one and where no other 
course was open to defeat it. I would have applied the same rule to 
every private bill on the Calendar under similar conditions, but in my 
brief membership those conditions have not arisen. It so happens no 
legislation has been carried so far toa disgraceful extreme as that grant- 
ing special pensions, and for that reason, and that alone, has my action 
against that been so marked. 

Of the private bills passed at this session over six hundred have been 
for oan ions, or one hundred more than the number passed dur- 
ing the eight years of President Grant’s administration. On reference 
to the RECORD, on four nights the reports of which I selected at random 
I find an average of over fifty bills passed each night, and seldom if 
ever more than five reports read during agy evening. The attendance 
on these occasions was barely 10 per cent. of the membership of the 
House. Is this proper or correct legislation? Is my effort to block it 
the worst record I have made here, and for which I am to ‘‘ answer to 
my own constituents and the country,’ as a gentleman suggested? If 
so, I shall not fear much to meet the issue. My constituents did not 
send me here to sit by and consent even by my silence to legislation I 
consider shamefully lax and indefensible, and the country is not any 
more sympathetic, I believe, with legislation adopted at these Friday 
night seances. The granting of pensions proper and just is a sacred 
duty of governments; the payment of its debts to private citizens also; 
but beth should be granted and paid under the Constitution and in the 
form at least of law. 

Mr. GOFF. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It seems that this debating society has 
gone on long enough; I ask the regular order. 

Mr. WALLACE. I yield to the gentleman from West Virginia for 
a question. 

Mr. GOFF. I simply desired to go back to the case under consider- 
ation. I understood the gentleman to say in his remarks when first 
on the floor as to this particular case, that if there was any evidence 
that disclosed that the soldier was suffering with rheumatism in the 
service he would consider it a meritorious case, and that it was because 
the medical testimony did not disclose that fact he made that objec- 
tion. Now, I say to the gentleman that if he examines the record in 
this case—— 

Mr. WALLACE. I have done so. 

Mr. GOFF. He will find that the captain of this company states in 
an affidavit that this man in the year 1864 was sent to the hospital at 
City Point, Va., suffering with chronic diarrhea and rheumatism. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have already explained my views on that mat- 
ter, that if he was disabled as reported, the Pension Office has no record 
of his discharge on account of that disability. 

Mr. GOFF. I understood you to say that there was no testimony to 
disclose the fact that he suffered from rheumatism during the war. 

Mr. WALLACE. Your Pension Office says there was none. 

Mr. GOFF. The trouble is there are many cases where the medical 
history of the soldier does not disclose the specific disease. 

Mr. WALLACE. Would the hospital records not show the fact that 
he was discharged for disability, if it was a fact? 

Mr. GOFF. It would show that he was discharged, without giving 
the specific disability; and that is his particular case. I know of many 
instances, and the gentleman will find them in many records connected 
with the military service of the country, where men were discharged 
for disability without mentioning the particular disability. 

Now then this soldier comes in here and cures the record by giving 
the affidavit of his captain that that specific disability was rheumatism, 
and I submit to the gentleman the case is one where the applicant is 
entitled to a on. 

Mr. W. ER, of Ohio. Irise to a question of order. 


day of December. 
Mr. GOFF. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made to that proposition. 
Mr. CANNON rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WAL- 


LACE] ~ to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] ? 
Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. CANNON. From the remarks of the gentleman from Louisiana 
Cer- 
He 
to his constituency, and to his country for the 
and no doubt he is willing to do so, as I must 


I he thought I had attempted to criticise him personally. 
okie tn tines and the peer of every gentleman on the floor. 
Must answer to 


position he takes here, 


nounced it. 


division. 
the point was made of no quorum. 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. RIcE]. 
clerk, and that result has not yet been announced by the Chair. 
ing the announcement unanimous consent was given to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and the gentleman from Louigiana to make state- 
ments. 


1 I understood 
it was agreed unanimously this case should go over until the first Fri- 





answer to myself for any position I take on this or any other matter. 
In my remarks touching the course of the gentleman from Louisiana I 
was not seeking to criticise him personally. 
the reasons he gave for objecting to this bill, which it occurred to me 
were not sufficient. 
probably misunderstood me. 


But I addressed myself to 
I desire to say that much, Because the gentleman 


Mr. WALLACE. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. WALLACE. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. WALLACE. 


That is quite satisfactory. 
Before the Chair announces the vote—— 
I ask the Chair what vote he is about to announce. 
The result of the vote as reported by the tellers. 
I make the point that the Chair has already an- 
I called for a division. 
The CHAIRMAN. On the original vote the gentleman called for a 
The result of that vote was announced by the Chair. Then 
The Chair appointed as tellers the 


They reported the result to the tally 
Pend- 


Now, the Chair desires to advise the committee before this announce- 


ment is made that the clerks are wearied and worn out by the pro- 
tracted proceedings of the last few days. 
and the point is then made that no quorum voted, if it should so ap- 
pear, the rules require that the rollshall be called. 
can be made under those circumstances. 
nouncing the vote to suggest what is the fact as to the physical con- 
dition of the clerks. 


When this vote is announced 
No motion to rise 


The Chair desired before an- 


Mr. PERKINS. I again ask unanimous consent that this bill be 


laid aside and reported to the House with the previous question or- 
dered on it, and that it shall then go over till the first Friday of De- 
cember for a vote in a full House. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 


consent that this bill be reported to the House, that the previous ques- 
tion be ordered, and that a vote be taken on the bill on the first Fri- 
day of the next session. 


Is there objection to the gentleman’s request? 
Mr. RICE. f object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it b«comes the duty of the Chair 
Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that it would be well to let the bill 





take that course so that members present may have an opportunity of 
having a few more cases considered this evening. 


The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Massachusetts has ob- 


jected. 


Mr. PERKINS. My suggestion is that the bill be favorably re- 


ported to the House, that the previous question be ordered on it, and 
that no vote be taken on its passage until the first Friday of December. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 
Mr. WALLACE. I will not object to that. 
TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair hears no objection, and it is so ordered, 


The Clerk will report the next pension bill on the Calendar. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SKINNER. I ask unanimous consent—— 
Mr. GUENTHER. I object to any request for unanimous consent, 
Mr. LONG. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I withdraw my objection for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SKINNER] to state his request, which he has a 
right todo. When he has stated it, then it will be in the power of 
gentlemen to object. 

Mr. SKINNER. I merely want to say to the committee in the first 
place that I have never bothered this committee by asking unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. GUENTHER. 
ning sessions? 

Mr. SKINNER. I have been here several times. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his request. 

Mr. SKINNER. There isan old man ninety-five years of age whois 
now receiving a pension of $8 a month. He was a soldier in the war 
of 1812. He is blind and lame and can not hear. 
or three months ago—— 

Mr. GOFF. Offer your bill. 

Mr. SKINNER. I ask unanimous consent to offer the bill providing 
a pension for this old man for present consideration. 

Mr. LONG. Without objecting, I may state that I represent the 
next case on the Calendar where the woman is old. I will not object 
to the gentleman’s request if the bill I represent can be considered 
next. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I will ask the gentleman from North Carolina does 
the case he calls up stand on the Calendar? 

Mr. SKINNER. It does. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Where? 

Mr. SKINNER. It stands late on the Calendar. 


Have you been here before at these Friday eve- 


He came here two 


The old man is 


likely to die before the next session of Congress. 
Mr, GUENTHER. 


I withdraw my objection. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there farther objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? The Chair hears none. The Clerk 
will report the bill. ; 


BRYANT WATERS. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 


horized and directed to increase the pension allowed Bryant Waters, late a pri- 
te in Capt. L. G. Blount’s company, Eighteenth Begiment United States In- 
antry, who served in the war of 1812, to $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Cowes) was read, as follows: 


Your committee has had under consideration a bill (H. R. 7988) for relief of 
Bryant Waters, asking that his pension be increased from $8 per month to $50 
ver month. ‘There is noquestion about the soldier's enlistment and service, and 
he is now on the pension-rolls at $8 per month. The evidence shows that he is 
ninety-five years of age, deaf, and almost totally blind, requiring constant atten- 
tion and waiting upon. He isalso very poor and unable to provide for himself. 
Your committee think that under these circumstances the pension of this old 
soldier should be increased to $30 per morith in order to make the necessary pro- 
vision for his comfortable support for the short portion of life that remains to 
him by the usual course of nature. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill, amended as indicated 
in this report, do pass. 


There being no olsgection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


REBECCA WISWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9129) 
granting a pension to Rebecca Wiswell. 

Mr. LONG. I ask the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacled, &c. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Rebecca Wiswell, an Army nurse, 
on the pension-roli, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Re- 
becca Wiswell, report: 

Rebecea W iswell was one of the efficient corps of Army nurses whose devoted 
and untiring labors, under the superintendency of Dorothy Dix, form one of the 
brightest pages in the history of the conflict of nearly quarter a century ago. 
She entered service in March, 1862, her labors ceasing at her discharge in July, 
1865. Her services were rendered at the Seminary Hospital, Georgetown, D.C., 
and hospitals at Winchester and Fortress Monroe, her whole term covering the 
period of three years and four months, She is now seventy-nine years of age, 
poor and infirm. 

She presents in support of her claim certain papers and documents, from which 
the following have been taken, which certainly prove her to have been a valu- 
able assistant to Miss Dix. 

The following letter of August 23, 1865, explains itself, and was written after 
the close of her labors and return to her home: 


Wasninarton, D. C. 
My Goop Miss WisweE.: I am too busy to write more than a line acknowl- 
edging your letter. I was glad to hear of your safe return and pleasant meet- 
ing with your friends, and I hope the good Masmemuseite air has already done 
you much good. Nearlyall the hospitalsare closed, but much to be done in the 

division hospitals. 
Yours, kindly, 
D. L. DIX, 
Superintendent United States Hospital Nurses. 


Frederick N. Knapp, associate secretary United States Sanitary Commission, 
who was stationed in Washington during a large part of the time from 1861 to 
1865, says, April 5, 1886: 

‘‘T had constant opportunity of knowing of the devotion of Rebecca Wiswell 
to her duties as nurse in the Army hospitals. To her intelligence and fidelity 
the life of many a soldier was due.” 

Charles P. Shepard, Concord, N. H., January 19, 1886, says: 

“Miss Wiswell took care of me five months at the Seminary Hospital. I 
think she was the most faithful person I ever saw. She saved my life by her 
a and skill in nursing, and others, if alive, can testify to the same 
thing. 

Eleazer Shaw, of Plymouth, Mass., testifies: 

“That he has known Miss Wiswell for more than thirty years; she is now 
seventy-nine years of age, and within my certain know all the y 
she possesses would not pay theexpenses of her burial. At the timeof her en- 
tering service as a nurse she was vigorous and well, and thatsince her di 
she has gradually and steadily become enfeebled in health. She is dependent 
upon others for a living and at best can not long survive.” 

J.B. Brewster, M. D., Plymouth, Mass., May 1, 1886, says: 

“That for twenty-five years I have been a saaaaen physician ; for many 
years have known Rebecca Wiswell, and have had her under my care. She is 
suffering from a disease of heart of long standing, and is also unable to get 
about on account of dropsy of the lower extremities from the same cause, I 
de not hesitate to declare that in my opinion her present infirmities are greatly 
due to her exhaust@:g and faithful labors as an Army nurse for more than three 

rs of the late war.” 

William T. Davis, chairman board of selectmen, Plymouth, Mass., in a letter 
to Hon. Jouy D. Lone, House of Representatives, dated A ril 25, 1886, says: 

“ Drar GOVERNOR: Let me add to what my friend, Dr. , has stated, 
that Miss Wiswell is, within my knowledge,in most needy circumstances, As 
chairman of board of selectmen during the whole war, it fell to my lot to enlist 
nearly a thousand men in this county,and to repeatedly visit the front to look 
after their welfare. In my visits to the tals and camps I discovered the 
appreciation in which she was held by those in charge. I rememberespecially 
after the battle of Fredericksburg she was indefatigable, night and day,in her 
service. A pension can not in her case continue long, butit will serve to soothe 
the last years of a faithful woman, as she made tolerable what was left of life to 
the many wounded soldiers under her care.” 

_Post No. 76, Grand Army of the Republic, Plymouth, Mass., passed resolu- 
tions, which were approved by R. F. Tobi: t commander, Massa- 
chusetts, in aid of the petition of Miss Wiswell to for pension. 

A petition signed by the board of selectmen of Plymouth, in aid of the 
object, also accompanies her 


our committee, in view of all the facts in this case, of her devoted service of 
three ay - four a her present infirm condition, her extreme pee: 
present dependent and n circumstances, that te Sy eee Ae 

age the Government for whieh she did so on should afford her relief 
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asked for in her few remaining days,and therefore report back the acco; 
ing bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ..), 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, Lona], who has charge 0; ; 
bill, to state what he knows of the practice in cases of this cha: 

Mr. LONG. ‘The practice has been, as shown by the records o; 
present session and of former sessions of Congress, to grant spec ia! ; 
sions in cases of this kind. There have been many such pens: 
granted, as the records willshow. Early in the present session \{ 0; 
Pickerdyke was given a pension of $25 a month, and Miss G 
given a pension of $20. 

In this case the pension proposed is only $12 a month. This Jad 
now seventy-nine yearsold. Sheserved as anurse three years and })j 
months during the war, and was indefatigable in the service, ; 
pears from the evidence of the soldiers whom she nursed, of the s.| 
men of the town where she lives, and of the physicians of the to 
This is certainly as meritorious a case as any that has been bef 
the precedent has been established, and I trust that the bill 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recomm: 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I wish to « 
in connection with this case that my understanding is—though | 1), 
be mistaken—that we grant pensions to nurses only where they hy 
actually suffered from ex in hospital service. For instan 
on account of such service a nurse has contracted some maligna 
ease we grant her a pension. 

The most heroic traits of character are frequently displayed in : 
discharge of the duties of a nurse, and disability arising from 
service should be recognized. It presents a logical and proper . 
upon the Government, but the service I believe is strictly a civi 
ice. It is not expected to expose one who engages in it to the pe: 
battle, and if there is not general legislation providing for cases in w): 
such persons have become disabled from the contraction of disease in 
the service I should certainly be in favor of such legislation. A pyr- 
son in the civil service who is wounded during an engagement 1; 
man-of-war is permitted to be pensioned the same as if he had ) 
the military service, and if there is not analogous general legis|:t 
covering the class of cases of which I have just spoken, I shou!) 
cheerfully vote for it, and in the absence of such general legis!.‘ 
would very cheerfully vote to granta pension insucha case. i on 
however, understand that this is a case of that character. 

This claimant is evidently a most worthy woman. She has been o 
nurse, and evidently a most faithful one. But it does not seem to lx 
shown that she carried out of the service any germs of disease, or that 
she is disabled in consequence of any disease incurred while in the sery- 
ice, and, as I understand, she never was in the military service of the 
Government. Now, such a case presents the strongest claims upon 
charity; but, so far as the evidence has been developed, it is not a case 
which would be entitled to such recognition by way of a pension as is 
given to a person disabled in the military service or in the line of m1. 
itary service. 

I do not see that this most worthy woman has any claim except 
the civil charities of the country, with this addition, that she has the 
strongest possible claim upon those whose everlasting friendship sie 
must have won in the discharge of her work of mercy; and I can 10: 
believe that any American community would permit so worthy a w0- 
man to be destitute of those social beneficences which would make ber 
comfortable in her last days. Nor dol believe that men who wee 
brave enough to go into battle and incur wounds which brought then 
under her tender care—wounds which are the evidences of couraye 0! 
the badges of honor—would be unmindful of the personal obligation 
and the debt of gratitude that they owe to her. 

Strong asare the claimsof this character which this woman presen", 
I do not think the case one which is entitled to the military recog: 
tion which we are giving here to-night; and unless my mind is (is 
bused of that impression, I shall, with a spirit of entire kindness an! 
strictly from what I deem the observance of right principles 10 pr 
venting confusion of policy—entering upon local and personal char « 
here instead of di ing the class of duty which we are here to (~ 
charge—I shall in that spirit ask that this case be passed over ani 10! 
be permitted to operate as an obstruction to other cases which wou!! 
perhaps encounter no objection. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I feel very certain that I can dis:!0- 
the mind of the gentleman from Arkansas—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I trust you can. 

Mr. LONG. And bring this case within the rule which the gen 
man suggests. I understand the gentleman to say thatif there wo"! 
general law ae for army nurses who, in rendering servic “ 
such, had from exposure or disease, he would cheerfu'!y si" 
port the measure. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Make it a little sirouse'” 
say, who have incurred disability. ne 

Mr. LONG. There is no such law; but I understoot (0° 
gentleman to say that in the absence of such general law, 1! as) 
case of the kind could be he would cordially support it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes. 
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Mr. LONG. Now this is, of course, not a matter of charity. If it 
were, there is no community in Massachusetts or Arkansas or aay other 
State of the American Union where a woman of this character in need 
of charity would not receive it. This is a case in which the rights of 
one who was a servant of the Government in its time of need should 
be considered by the American Congress. The gentleman, if he will 
look at the report carefully, will see that this woman was an Army 
nurse; she was thus engaged in the military service of her country. 

The very term “‘ Army nurse’’ implies that she was not in civil em- 
ployment. If the gentleman will read the first extract on the first page 
of the report he will find that Miss D. L. Dix, superintendent of United 
States hospital nurses, recognizes Miss Wiswell! as one of that class of 
nurses. Mr. Frederick N. Knapp, associate secretary of the United 
States Sanitary Commission, which rendered such valuable service in 
connection with the Army, also makes affidavit, showing that this 
woman comes within the first requirement indicated by the gentleman 
from Arkansas; in other words, that she was a part of the Army organ- 
ization, rendering service ‘‘as nurse in the Army hospitals.’’ She was 
probably paid for her service a small sum, whatever it may have been, 
$12 or $20 a month. 

A MemBer. ‘Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. LONG. Eleazer Shaw, of Plymouth, Mass., one of her neigh- 
bors, gives testimony which brings the case within the gentleman’s 
second requirement: 

At the time of her entering service as a nurse she was vigorous and well, and 
that since her discharge she has gradually and steadily become enfeebled in 
health, She is dependent upon others fora living and at best can not long sur- 
vive. 

Dr. J. B. Brewster, of Plymouth, Mass., one of the most eminent 
physicians in that part of the State, testifies: 

I do not hesitate to declare that in my opinion— 


li 


| 




















He gives his professional opinion— 
her present infirmities are greatly due to her exhausiing and faithful labors 
as an Army nurse for more than three years of the late war. 


Mr. William T. Davis, chairman of the board of selectmen of Ply- 
mouth, Mass., who enlisted something like a thousand men, testifies 
to the same effect. 

You thus have here a case exactly like that of a private soldier who 
enlists in the service of the country and from exposure incurred in 
that service becomes enfeebled and suffers disability. This woman is 
now seventy-nine years of age. Over twenty years ago she offered her 
services to hercountry. She was enlisted in the corps of Army nurses. 
She served upon the field, in the open air, in the camp, wherever a soldier 
required her aid. She rendered this service for three years and nine 
months; and in the opinion of an eminent and reliable physician of 
her own county she derived directly from that service the causes of 
the impairment of her health. Being now seventy-nine years of age, 
feeble, and suffering disability from her labors as a nurse, this woman 
asks that she may have accorded to her the same pension which has 

. been granted to other nurses under similar conditions. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire toinquire whether this nurse drew 
pay while in the service. 
Mr. LONG. My impression is that she did, though I can not an- 
swer from my own knowledge. She was regularly enlisted, just like 
; a soldier who drew his $13 a mouth. I think this case meets all the 
requirements which any gentleman can suggest—does so indeed much 
more fully than many other cases that we have had here, for this woman 
incurred greater disability than many other nurses, some of whom 
came out of the service in comparatively good health. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. To my mind it would not be 
a matter of any moment whether this woman was regularly enlisted 
in the service or not if she actually rendered service and incurred dis- 
ability. I would consider the case upon its merits, not on any tech- 
nical ground. I will ask the gentleman whether there is any record 
that this woman during the war was sick from overwork or exposure? 

Mr. LONG. Yes, there happens to be a very satisfactory record on 
that point. I ask the gentleman to read the letter of Miss Dix, super- 
intendent of the United States hospital nurses. 
: eee RIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman read the 
e 

Mr. LONG. This letter was written to Miss Wiswell upon her re- 
turn home from her service as nurse. 

Wasuinertos, D. C. 


My Goop Miss Wiswe tL: I am too busy to write more than a line acknowl- 
edging your letter. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What date is that? 
Mr. LONG. A 23, 1865. 


Mr. BRECKINR E, of Arkansas. Read on further. 
Mr. LONG. I will read the whole of it: 


I was glad to hear of your safe return and pleasant meeting with your friends 
and ioc air hasalready done you much good. Nearly 
all the are closed, but much to be done in the division hospitals, 

Yours, kindly, ‘ 
R. L. DIX, 
Superintendent Uniied States Hospital Nurses. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Am I to understand she left 


es 


e. 
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the hospital temporarily on account of being broken down by incessant 


abor as a nurse? 
Mr. LONG. The war being over and her health having become im- 


he rintendent of the hos- 


Supe 





pital, that the healthy Massachusetts air had already done her good. 

If the gentleman will allow me he ought not to be too technical about 
these matters. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkan I do al 
at all. 

Mr. LONG. He ought not to be too particular to find her 
a woman had a headache or had rheumatism, but w ese Army 
nurses the test is this: Did they render service? Were they connected 
with the Army? Was there any reason to believe their he LW 
paired by reason of their service in the Army? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That he ¢ rin I y 
say, if the gentleman will permit me 

Mr. LONG. I think you have evidence of all that here. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think there is some indi 


tion of thatin the letter of the surgeon written to her when she sought 
repose at the close of her labors. The evidence is herservice indicates 
most arduous fidelity. I attach a good deal of importance to the opin 
ion of the distinguished physician that he believes the exposure she 
underwent at that time was permanent in its effects. I believe some- 
thing in that doctrine, for I believe men never recover, and women, too, 
never recover from certain exposures and trials their peculiar fiber and 


tenacity of purpose may enable them to undergo without being pros- 
trated at the time. 
within the proof, yet I thin 
and I will give the benefit of that doubt in favor of the claimant. 


While I still have some doubts about this com 
k there are strong grounds of probabi 


m Ut 


nins 
lity, 
Mr. LONG. 


I move the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation it do pass. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MATSON. I move the committee rise. [Cries of ‘* No!’’ ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks the gentleman to withhold that 


, 


motion until the gentleman from Wisconsin can ask for unanimous con- 
sent. 


Mr. GUENTHER. I ask unanimous consent t 
325) and to put the same upon its passage. 


Mr. SPOONER. I have been waiting two or three nights to have 


» call up a bill (S. 


called up the very next case on the Calendar, which is a meritorious 
one. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think I must. 

Mr. MATSON. I now renew my motion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 23. 
So the committee refused to rise. 


Does the gentleman object. 


JANE D. MUMFORD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1184) grant- 
ing @ pension to Jane D. Mumford. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane D. Mumford, mother of Dud- 
ley C. Mumford, late captain of Company G, Nineteenth Massachusetts Volun- 
teers. 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1184) 
granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and, adopting the Senate report as their own, report the bill back to the 
House and recommend its passage. 

Jane D. Mumford, widow, is the mother of Dudley C. Mumford, late captain 
of Company G, Nineteenth Massachusetts Volunteers, who, after neay!y three 
years of active, efficient, and honorable military service, during which he was 
promoted from second to first lieutenant and then to captain, was killed in ac- 
tion at Prospect Hill, Virginia, May 31, 1864. He is highly commended as hay- 
ing been a brave and meritorious officer. His mother’s claim for pension was 
rejected by the Pension Office on the ground of non-dependence. 

The facts relating to the question of dependence are well set forth in a state- 
ment of the claimant on file with her claim inthe Pension Otlice,and abundantly 
verified by other evidence, from which your committee quote the following: 

“* Before he entered the Army I received all his wages and took care of him, 
providing his support and clothes and supplying ali his wants, as a mother 
should, After he entered the Army, and up to the time of his death, the same 
course Was pursued in all respects, except that he did not live at home, and there 
were certain bills in camp which he had to pay himself. With the exception of 
such bills, he always, from the time he entered the Army until his death, con- 
tinued to send his pay to me,and I continued to supply his wants in clothing 
and such things as he needed, just as I had done before. 

“IT do not mean to give the committee to understand that the pay of my son, 
Captain Mumford, supplied all my wants. I had a husband, always in feeble 
health, since dead, whose wages also contributed to the support of the family. 
Thus you will see that I was dependent upon my son’s pay for support. The 
family never accumulated anything; and as both were taken away, I was left 
with two children and without having saved any property, and without means 
of support, and dependent for my very existence upon my own precarious earn- 
ings and the assistance of friends. 

**My son always felt he was one of my chief reliances, and once, when my 
husband was very sick, he wrote home asking whether heshould not resign his 
commission and come home and take care of the family. Ilreplied: ‘ Leave us 
at home in the hands of God, anddo your duty.’ * * 

**Is it too much to ask from my country, for which he died, a little of the sup- 
port which he aided in giving, and would have continued to give me? 

“Advancing years and failing health press me to urge a claim which has cost 
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me many bitter tears. Could I live without it, I would prefer to receive no price 
for that which was to me beyond all price.”’ 

The husband died March 6, 1868, leaving Mrs. Mumford with two young chil- 
dren and a smal! sum of money, which was necessarily soon expended in her 
and their support and in removing to and establishing herself at Providence, R. 
]., where an opportunity was open to her as a teacher in the public schools, 
In that employment she has until recently secured a support; but her age and 
feeble health have now compelled her to abandon that vocation, and the conse- 
quent necessity of urging her claim for relief presses upon her with continu- 
ously increasing force. 

Believing that the proper degree of dependence is established by the testi- 
mony, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


On motion of Mr. SPOONER, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


NANCY MASON. 


Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, I renew my request to take up 
Senate bill No. 2325, to grant a pension to Nancy Mason, and put it 
upon it passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and the same is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Mason, widow of Wiil- 
iam A. Mason, formerly a private in Company K, Third Wisconsin Cavalry. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask that the report in this 
case be read. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I think I can make a brief statement that will 
satisfy the gentleman of the merits of this case. I will read from the 
report. On the 2lst day of August, 1885, Dr. Earle H. Ostrander, 
whom I know very well as a most eminent and reputable physician of 
Appleton, Wis., says: 

I certify that William Mason, of Genqeny K, Third Wisconsin Cavalry, died 
on February 21, 1885, from or of renal dropsy and other complications, said to 


have been contracted while in the service. was his family physician before 
he enlisted, and never knew him otherwise than a healthy man. 


This testimony is supplemented by the testimony of his neighbors, 
whose affidavits show that his disability commenced immediately after 
his return from the service; that he was a cripple and could not labor, 
and so continued. I have numerous petitions from the Grand Army 
posts and a number of letters from that part of the country, which 
all indicate the same condition of affairs and ask that this pension be 
granted. The widow, Mrs. Mason, is very destitute, and if ever there 
was a case which appeals to our sense of gratitude it is this one; and I 
hope the bill will be passed without objection. 

Mr. WALLACE. What is the amount of pension granted. 

Mr. GUENTHER. The widow’s pension fixed by the law, $12 a 
month. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, It does not appear by any state- 
ment contained in the report that he came out of the service by reason 
of that disability. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, yes; it does. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Where? 

Mr. GUENTHER. The physician certified, as I have shown you, as 
to the diseases from which he suffered and died, and that he wasa 
healthy man before his enlistment; and his neighbors testify that im- 
mediately after his return from the service he was acripple and unable 
to perform labor. That connects the disease with his service in the 
Army. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Letthereportberead. I think 
that would be more satisfactory. 

The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2325, 
report that they have examined the same, and adopt the Senate report, as fol- 


lows: 
[Senate Report No. 990, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


On the 2d of September, 1884, William A. Mason filed an application for a - 
sion for disability contracted in the Army,and allegin: ic rheumat 
He was a private in Com y K, Third Wisconsin Cavalry; enlisted February 
29, 1864; was discharged September 29, 1865, serving one year and seven months, 
In his declaration he says his disability commenced oo his discharge, 
and that he had suffered continuously from that time until he applied fora pen- 
sion. From an examization of the pee in the file, it does not appear that his 
case was very thoroughly investigated. There is no report from the records 
the Su n-General, and,as usual, that of the Adjutant-General sa: “ Regi- 
mental hospital records or company returns not on file.” It iden’ the sol- 
dier and his service, and shows his standing is good. 

The Pension Office ordered the claimant before an examining surgeon. In 
the surgeon's report he relates what the soldier told him, among other things 
that he thought he had rheumatism, because the doctor told him so; also, that 
-he had a fit. The doctor's conclusion is that there was no rheumatism, but that 
he had disability from ee and congestion of the liver, and from these there 
was an te of total disability; but in his opinion it was not incurred in 
the service. There is no other report of a medical investigation of the man’s 
case. The medical referee of the Pension Office thought the ital records 
should be obtained before final action, but they were not. Again, the same 
referee was of the opinion that the claimant mistaken his diagnosis; that 
the disability was not rheumatism, but from disease of liver; and it was finall 
concluded that he should be ordered before a board of examiners, but there : 
no record of any such proceeding. So far as Pension Office is concerned 
the case is in a very imperfect condition. On the 2ist of August, 1885, Dr. Earle 
H. Ostrander, of Appleton, Wis., says: 

“IT certify that William Mason, of Company K, Third Wisconsin Cavalry, died 
on February 21, 1885, from or of renal d and other complications, said to have 
been contracted while in the service. I was his family before he en- 
teed one never knew him otherwise than a healthy man.” 

e claimant's neighbors, Alfred Greely and Randall Jc hnson, testify to his 
disability immediately after his return from service; he wasa cripple and could 
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not labor, and so continued. It is shown that by reason of his sufferings and 
verty he was unable to go to the examining surgeon, and that he was a «))¢. 
ering. helpless man for yeurs before he died. “— 
In the opinion of the committee his disability is sufficiently shown; that ho 
died from disease contracted in the service, and that it is not material by w),.; 
name itis called. There is also proof that Nancy Mason, for whose relies the 
accompanying bill provides, was his wife. The bill is reported favorably, wi), 
@ recommendation that it do pass. : _ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The family physician, as tha; 
report discloses, states that this applicant died from a dropsical com. 
plaint, and that he was free from it before he went into the service, 

Mr. GUENTHER. No, not that exactly, but that he never knew 
him otherwise than as a healthy man. That was of course before he 
enlisted, as the report shows. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
contracted the disability. 

Mr. GUENTHER. No, because of course he could not know that, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Heleavesagapofsome twenty 
years between the time when this man entered the service and the date 
of his affidavit, which was made shortly after the death of the party. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Thereis a gap of course between the physician's 
testimony, that is to say, before the war and the last testimony taken, 
because he probably had other medical attendance during that time, 
But the physician says that he was a healthy man when he enlisted, 
and the neighbors say that immediately after his return he was a crip- 
pled man and incapacitated from labor. I claim that that shows the 
connection between the service and the disability; and if so, then by 
reason of that disability his widow is entitled toa pension. That is 
the finding of the committee. It is also shown that by reason of his 
sufferings and poverty he was unable to get an examining surgeon. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But that is not the point at 
all. The same physician who testifies to his soundness before entering 
the Army testifies of his own immediate knowledge of the cause of his 
death. Now that physician also states that this disease was ‘‘said to 
have been contracted’’ while in theservice. Where was the man during 
all the intervening time? Was the physician not cognizant of his dis- 
ease during these twenty years? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes, sir; he so states. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No; hedoesnot. He testified 
that he died of this disease, but not thatit was of long standing. Now, 
there is a very unfortunate lapse in the physician’s testimony in that 
regard. He does not give any statement whatever as to the progress 
of the disability. Hetakes him twenty years ago as a sound man, and 
does not say anything of his condition during the twenty years until 
the end of it, when he is a dead man; and the surgeon of the Pension 
Office expresses the opinion that the disability was not incurred in the 
service. Now, I ask my friend to let this bill go over. I do not be- 
lieve it is a proper case to pass. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Let me appeal to the gentleman not to make 
that objection. From numerous letters this widow is most destitute. 
‘ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But that is not an argument 

ere. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, yes; it is an argument. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not at all; for even if she was 
rich and had a proper claim she would be just as much entitled toit. 
Mr. GUENTHER. Let me read the last part of this report again: 

In the opinion of the committee his disability is sufficiently shown ; that he 


died from disease contracted in the service, and that it is not material by wh! 
name it is called. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But that is not my opinion 

Mr. GUENTHER. No; I wish it was. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Nor is it the opinion of the 
examining surgeon. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Ido not give much for the opinion of many 0! 
the examining surgeons. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Nor is it the opinion of the 
family physician, who says it is ‘‘reported ’’ that the disease was con- 
tracted in the service. He does not claim that it was. 

Mr. GUENTHER. No; I will read that again. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is not necessary. 7 

Mr. GUENTHER. But the family physician testifies to his cond- 
tion before entering the service, and then his neighbors come in and 
make affidavit, certifying that when hereturned from the Army he ¥°s 
broken in health and unable to work. That I claim connects the (> 
ability with the service. The widow is poor and dependent upon iit 
own exertions; and I think in cennection with the testimony on 1¢ 
that ought to be sufficient to establish the case. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The whole question is whet«' 
she has a proper claim on this body to relieve these necessities. 

Mr. GU ER. Will you allow me to take a vote in the House 
the same as in the other case? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, ves. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Will you agree that the bill shall be reported 
the House with the understanding that a vote shall be taken in the 
House? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Take the vote here. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Then I call for a vote. 


But he does not state when he 











to 
he 
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TheCHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to | 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass? 
The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 


ELIZABETH GARAGHTY. 


Mr. SCOTT. Iam like my friend from North Carolina [Mr. Skrv- 
xek]. I do not think I have asked unanimous consent either of the 
Committee of the Whole or of the House since I have been a member 
of this body; and I think I ought to have something to go home to 
my constituents upon. {Laughter.] Iask unanimous consent to call 
up for consideration at this time the Senate bill No. 2366. It is re- 
ported unanimously by the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and I 
think the committees of the House and of the Senate, having examined 
the case, ought to know whether it is a proper bill or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Garaghty, widow of 
Michael Garaghty, late of Company A, Forty-fourth Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation.that it do pass. 


CHARLES HAHNEMAN, 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I ask unanimous consent to call up for consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 8180) to increase the pension of Charles Hahne- 
man, This is acase where the man can not live long. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to increase the pension of Charlies Hahneman, late a private in Com- 
pany C, Forty-first New York Volunteers, and pay him at the rate of $24 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now paid him. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred House bill 8180 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

Charles Hahneman, late a private in Company C, Fortieth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers, is borne upon the pension-roll, certificate 96792, at the rate 
of $12 per month for double hernia. He applied for an increase of pension, bas- 
ing the same upon asthma contracted in the service. This claim was rejected 
because of claimant’s inability to furnish evidence of contraction in the service 
and in line of du The surgeon of regiment is dead, and he has made diligent 
but ineffectual efforts to find the whereabouts of the officers of his company. 
The evidence in the claim discloses the fact that the claimant is in a most piti- 
able condition, his hernia being aggravated by straining when coughing tosuch 
a degree as to totally unfit him for manual labor of any kind, even the lightest. 

Dr. Frank K. Paddock testifies to an acquaintance with claimant for the last 
twenty years, and that in that time claimant has al ways been troubled with the 
asthma, and has been treated for it by several physicians, as well as by himself; 
that since 1881 he has not, been able todo any work whatever. 

The board of examining surgeons at Pittsfield, Mass., December 3, 1884, says : 

“The claimant is a marked example of chronic asthma, with muscular em- 
phyema. He has a dozen or more scars of varicose ulcers, with varicose veins 
of right leg; the veins are supported by elastic stockings. He has also right 
complicated direct scrotal hernia; diameter of the ring, 2 inches or more. It 
is impossible to give adequate support by a truss, in consequence of the very 
large size of the ring and the constant cough from which he suffers. Owing to 
the condition of his lungs and the complicated results he is disabled for the 
performance of any manual labor, and we rate second grade, $24 per month.” 

November 4, 1885, he was again examined by the board at Springfield, Mass., 


who say: 

_ right oblique inguinal hernia, extending into and distending the 
scrotum ; tumor measures I4 inches in circumference. We believe it impossi- 
ble to retain it with anytruss. He is evidently suffering severely from asthma, 
as shown by the characteristic breathing. Veins of right foot, leg, and thigh 
varicose toa marked degree; half dozen cicatrices on anterior and lateral as- 
pect of leg below knee; right calf three-quarters of an inch larger. We rate 
total second grade, or $24 per month.” 

Claimant states he has been unable to do any work for years, between the 
asthma and the hernia. 

The case of this soldier is so well known in the town where he lives it at- 
tracts genera! attention and sympath 5 A its extreme phases of suffering and 
pres . Rev. C. D. Hills, pastor of the M. E. church in Pittsfield, in a letter to 

on. F, Rockwell, dated June 3, 1886, says: 

“Charles Hahneman made out to drag himself to Troy to obtain a truss. He 
was experimented upon, but without success, and is now without any truss 
whatever. He is indeed in a most terrible condition, and his poor wife ought 
to have the burden lightened byan increaseof pension. He can not live long. 
Oh, that a redeemed nation would do more for its disabled saviors.” 

Your committee are of opinion that the pension, for reasons given, should be 
nerenaats They therefore report back the accompanying bill and recommend 

passage. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts one question. Why was not this pension given 
under the general law ? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Because under the general law this applicant 
draws a pension for double hernia, $12. He now asks for $24 on the 
ground that he should get the increase for asthma. His regiment was 
cut to pieces and he could not find the evidence required by the De- 
partment to show that the asthma was contracted in the service. 

_Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If from any cause the disa- 
bility increases can not the pension be proportionately increased to the 
a rate? 

ROCKWELL. They say not at the department. They say that 
can not be done except for another disability. a 
Mr. LAIRD, TI call attention to an obvious error in the bill as the 
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| that the bill be passed over. 
There was no objection. 


Clerk read it. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to do so and 
so. It should be Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. That is a misprint. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that error in the bill 
will be corrected. 

There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MILTON P. SHOCKLEY. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
consideration the bill (S. 1398) granting a pension to Milton P. Shock- 
ley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aa- 
thorized and direvted to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton P. Shockley, late a member 
of Company C,Second Regiment of Ohio Volunteers,in the Mexican war. 

The report (by Mr. StTRUBLE) from the Committee on Pensions was 
read in part. 

Mr. MATSON. Iask unanimous consent that without the reading 
of the report being completed, it be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report in full is as follows : 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1398, having 
had the same under consideration, would respectfully report as follows: 

Milton P. Shockley, being insane, petitions, through his guardian, Joseph 
W. Rodgers, of Montezuma, Iowa, to be allowed a pension for scurvy and re- 
sulting disabilities incurred inthe Mexican war while on board a gunboat on 
the Rio Grande River. 

The claim was rejected on the ground of “no satisfactory evidence to prove 
origin of disability in the service.’ That claimant was a sound man before en- 
listment is abundantly shown by the evidence. That he incurred a severe dis- 
ability, was treated in the hospital therefor, and was discharged as unfit for 
further service on account of disability, is shown by several witnesses and the 
surgeon’s certificate of discharge. There is no positive testimony as to the nat- 

ure of his disability, and for this reason his claim was rejected. His condition 
immediately after discharge, and for several months, is testified to by two rep- 
utable neighbors, who were well acquainted with him before his enlistment, 
and with whom he spent considerable time, at frequent intervals, as soon as hoe 
returned from the service. - 

They testify that claimant was almost nelpless, partially paralyzed in his lower 
limbs, and incapacitated for doing much work; and from the testimony of sev- 
eral others, who were acquainted with him since 1850,it appears that he grew 
worse from the time of his discharge to time of application in 1883, The testi- 
mony of several neighbors and three family physicians proves that since 1875 
he has been totally blind and deaf,and without the use of his legs, and wholly 
dependent upon the support of his wife and children. : . 

The examining surgeon, instructed by the Pension Office to examine claim- 
ant, reports: ** Progressive paralysis of lower extremities; involuntary action 
of bowels and kidneys for four or five years; complete deafness, and conjunc- 
tivitis of right eye. 

“The applicant is wholly and permanently disabled.” 

In view of the above facts your committee report the bill favorably and rec- 
ommend that it do pass. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is no question, I pre- 
sume, as to this man having served in the Mexican war? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. None at all. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 9, noes 14. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 7696). 

Mr. MATSON. I eall for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, which cuts off 
all requests for unanimous consent. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2144) granting an increase of pension to Grace F. Edes. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is an adverse report. I ask that it be passed 
over. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the title of the next pension bill on the Calendar, as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 1783) granting an increase of pension to George Bliss. 


Mr. PERKINS. There is also an adverse reportin thatcase. I ask 


The Clerk read the title of the next pension bill on the Calendar, as 
follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Sarah O’Brien. 
The consideration of this bill was not called for. 


The Clerk read the title of the next pension bill on the Private Cal- 
endar, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7911) granting a pension to Daniel Schultheis. 
The consideration of this bill was not called for. 
GEORGE W. ROBAUGH. 
Mr. FUNSTON. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] with- 
draws the demand for the regular order. 
Mr. MATSON. I withdraw the demand for the regular order so 
far as regards the bill called up by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 





7774 


Fun 
rise 
Mr. FUNSTON. I renew my request for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7696) for the relief of George W. Robangh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


‘TON ], with the understanding that the committee shall thereafter 


Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and dire cted to place on the pension-roil, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Robaugh, late of Com- 
pany C, Twe nty- third Regiment Kansas Militia. 


The Clerk commenced to read the report (by Mr. MoRRILL). 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa (interrupting the reading). That is cer- 
tainly enough. 

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to hear the whole of the report read. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report, as fol- 
lows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7696) granting a pension to George W. Robaugh, submit the following report : 
The evidence in this case shows that claimant enlisted October 21, 1864, in Com- 
any O, Twenty-third Regiment Kansas Militia; that about the 25th of October 
ne was detailed to take charge of a saw-mill to manufacture lumber to be used 
at Fort Leavenworth, and while thus engaged his right arm was crushed in the 
machinery, rendering amputation necessary 
= he wee in this case are men of high character, and their statements are 
given in fu 
Hon. Frank H. Belton, commissioner of Sy ws of Kansas, testifies 
“That he is acquainted with George W. Robaugh, and knows <i to be the 
Mention gees rson who enlisted as a private in Com pany ©, Twenty-third sas 
Militia; t the said George W. bough, \ while in in the line of | his duty at or 
near Nearman Station, in the State of Kansas, on or about the 25th of 
ber, 1864, becoine disabled in the following: manner: The said Robaugh was one 
of a detail made to go to Nearman Station,in Wyandotte County, Kansas, to run 
® saw-mill and saw iumber for the use of the Government, and that on orabout 
October 25, 1864, while in the line of his ow as engineer, and in ae of the 
machinery, his right arm was caught in the machinery, and was so 
to cause amputation at or near the shoulder-joint of said right arm; that the 
facts are personally krown to the affiant ay spree of, ns in charge of a de- 
tail of men made from the Twenty-third State Militia 
to go to Nearman Station, in Wyandotte County, _— ~ 7 run a steam saw- 
mill to saw lumber for the use of the Government to build fortifications at Fort 


Leavenworth. 

“Said George W. Robaugh was one of that my): ons ee was engineer and in 
charge of the machinery, and while so engaged got the 
machinery, and was so injured as to cause amp or denat said right arm at or 
near shoulder-joint. I was away from the mill’ at the time of the accident, but 
was there soon after. Saw claimant and his injuries before he was moved from 
the mill, and assisted in moving him. The said George W. Robaugh enlisted 
in Co: ny ©, Capt Philip Kescher, at Wyandotte, Kans., at the same time I 
did, and drew arms and ammunition. The enlistment was an during the 
excitement of the Price ~sid, and was late in the evening. We drew arms and 
drilled that same eveniny, and the next day the detail was made and we went 
to the mill where the accident happened, as above stated.” 

William P. Overton testifies: 

That the said George W. enna, while in the line of his ate ae ¢ near 
Nearman Station, in the State of Kansas, did, on or about the 25th day of Octo- 
ber, 1864, become disabled in the following manner, namely: That while on de- 
tail ‘duty working at Nearman Station, in the county of Waeanaie and State of 
Kansas, on or em St of October 1864, sa umber for the use of 
the United States Government e, the said id George w 


and in charge of the machine: ry,and while , 
think oiling, his right arm was amet De in the 
as to cause amputation near to the shoulder joint; that are per- 


sonally known to affiant by reason of his being present at the time of the acci- 
dent as one of the detail; that I and the said George W. Robaugh both enlisted 
at the same time, late in the evening. 

We both, with others, drew arms and ammunition and drilled on the same 
evening we enlisted. We drilled n the next morning, when our command 
was ordered on the march toward aa when a detail was made to go to 
Nearman (Frank H. oe George W James Davis, myself, 3 a 
few others composed that detail) to run a forGovernment. We did go 
to Nearman Station, and were engaged in running said steam saw-mill. George 
‘W. Robaugh was engineer, and while in lineof his duty as such got 
his arm (right arm) caught in the machinery and so injured as to cause amputa- 
tion of said right arm near to the shoulder. I saw the amputation performed. 

Dr. Frederick Speck, a highly reputable physician of W dotte, , and 
now a medical examiner at that place for the Pension Office, testifies : 

“That he is a practicing physician, and that he has been eouuntaned with said 
soldier for about twenty-five years, and that he knows that he was injured in a 

sa w-mill near Nearman Station, in Wyandotte County, Kansas, in the month of 
October, 1864, said injury necessitating the amputation of said George W. Ro- 
baugh's right arm near the shoulder, and that he conducted the after treatment 
of said amputation until the healing of the wound.” 

This case can not be allowed in the Pension Office because the claimant was in 
— militia service, and under the provisions of section 4693 cases of this kind 

ust. be proven before July 4, 1874. It seems certain that this man lost his arm 
in tin the military service of the United States, and your committee therefore rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. WALLACE. Iask the gentleman who has called up this bill 
why it is that this pension was not allowed by the Pension Office? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Under the general laws they can not allow a pen- 
Bion for service in the militia. This man was in the Kansas militia and 
served during the Price raid. It is not a case that could be pensioned 
under the general law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think it is stated in the re- 

rt that this man was in the military service of the United States. 

id he serve under the Federal Government? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Certainly; but he was in the State militia. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But he served under the com- 
mand of Federal officers. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes; and the same day that he enlisted he was de- 
tailed to work in a saw-mill, and got his arm crushed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, we allow pensions in 
cases of that kind. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. M4 
moves that the committee rise. Pending that motion the gen; 
from Wisconsin { Mr. PRicE] asks unanimous consent to ext 
marks in the REcoRD. 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tein 
McMILLIN] having resumed the chair, Mr. DocKERY report 
the Committee of the Whole had had under consideration bil 
Private Calendar under the special order, and had instructed him 
report back sundry bills with various recommendations. 


SAMUEL SAWYER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill (H. R. 4028) granting a | 
sion to Samuel Sawyer is reported from the Committee of the \y), 
with the recommendation that the previous question be considered 
ordered, and that the consideration of the bill be postponed unti! ¢} 
first Friday after the first Monday in December next, which wil] ), 
the first Friday of next session. If there be no objection that org 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendment, were severally ordered to be engrossed anj 
read a third time; and being engrossed, were read the third time, anj 


A bill (H. R. 9129) granting a pension to Rebecca Wiswell; and 

A bill (H. R. 9696) for the relief of George W. Robaugh. 

Amendments to bills of the following titles, reported from the Cow. 
mittee of the Whole, were severally agreed to; and the bills as amended 
were severally read a third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. '7988) granting an increase of pension to Bryant Waters 
and 

A bill (H. R. 8180) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee o/ 
the Whole without amendment, were severally read the third time, ani 


A bill (S. 1184) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford; 

A bill (S. 2325) granting a pension to Nancy Mason; 

A bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Elizabeth Garaghty; and 

A bill (8. 1398) granting a pension to Milton P. Shockley. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. MATson (at 10 o’clock andi 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of R. M. Myrich, of Moniteau County, 
Missouri, asking pay for stores taken and used by the United Stats 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of W. W. Clarke, of D. B. Northam, and 
53 others, and of L. P. Peterson and others, citizens of the Des Moine 
Valley, Iowa, protesting against the passage of House bill 9909—t 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. A. M. Cos 
ler, of Mobile County, Alabama, and of Fannie M. Guion, of Holme 
County, Mississi' si—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. L : Petition of William Leidentopf and F. A. Burke for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papersand claim of James M. Andrews for 
lief—to the same committee. 

tion of soldiers of Cumberland, Md., in behalf of Josep) 
Romiser’s pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of James A. Bassett and of M. W. \. 
Etter, administrator of Joseph L. Etter, deceased, of Hawkins County, 
and of James Scott, of White County, Tennessee, "asking compensat 
for stores taken and used by the United States Army—to the Commit 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition asking a pension for Jane G. Moore, *"¢ 
also petition asking a pension for Mary G. McClure—to the Commit! 

on Invalid Pensions. 


"By Mr. aaa cae Petition of L. D. Sugg, of Lincoln County 
Tennessee, oes enn of his claim against the United St: stes—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of J. M. Bell, of Vero 
County, Missouri, asking pay for stores used by the United States Army- 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolution of La Grange Post, No. 7°, Grant : 
Army of the Republic, protesting met attaching any special ta* 
puis bills—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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3y Mr. WEBER: Petition in favor of a bill to pension all honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, | 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
pill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Assembly No. 4882, Knights of Labor, 
of Des Moines, Iowa. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of W. H. Cate and 36 others, citizens of 
the third district of Massachusetts. 


— | 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 31, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a preamble and resolutions of the Merchants’ 
Exchange and Cotton Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., favoring the grant 
of authority to the Kansas City and Memphis Railroad and Bridge Com- 
pany to construct a railroad bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Memphis, Tenn.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution of the Merchants’ Exchange and Cot- 
ton Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., recommending that the Mississippi 
River Commission be sustained and that the improvement on that river 
be continued; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. I also present the memorial of Austin Miller and a 
large number of other citizens of Hardeman County, Tenn., and the 
memorial of A. W. Brockway and a large number of other citizens of 
Haywood County, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of any act 
forfeiting the lands granted to the Gulf and Ship Island Railway Com- 

y. I move the reference of the memorials to the Committee on 
blic Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition signed by a large number 
of citizens of Northern Nebraska, praying that the lands of the Great 
Sioux Nation may be opened to settlement. As that matter has been 
acted on, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2687) granting a pension to William B. Barnes, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


INVESTIGATION OF CUSTOMS FRAUDS. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I report from the Committee on Finance the fol- 
lowing resolution, and ask for its present consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, by subcommittee or otherwise, con- 
tinue the investigation of frauds and abuses in the customs revenue during the 
recess of Congress, with the powers and authority conferred by the resolutions 
of the Senate of December 21, 1881, and January 19, 1836. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


RELATIONS BETWEEN LABOR AND CAPITAL. 
Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following resolution for action: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to continue, 
with a view to its completion during the ensuing vacation, the investigation of 
r and capital authorized and directed by Senate reso- 
7, 1882, and February 26, 1883, wtth the same rights and pow- 
ers conferred by previous resolutions of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better reflect a little on that. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will lie over under the rale. 


BONDED EXPORT WHISKY. 


Mr. DAWES. On the 22d of June last the Secretary of the Treas- 
weenie to a resolution of the Senate of June 8, 1886, with very 
information in reference to whisky which had been sent out 

of the country in bond. A portion of the communication which came 
in afterward was referred to the Committee on Finance. This matter 
was laid the table at my request tobe examined. I think it isa 
matter deserves the attention of the Committee on Finance, and 
therefore I move to take the papers from the table and refer them to 


the Committee on Finance, and, if proper, with instructions that they 


examine into the same, and report at the next session what steps are 
necessary, if any. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachuseits 
moves that the communication of the Secretary of the Treasury in re- 
gard to the subject-matter stated be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. DAWES. With instructions to examine into the same, and re- 
port at the next session what action, if any, is ne owing outof 
the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With instructions stated. The 


question is on agreeing to the motion 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A messaye from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1184) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford; 

A bill (S. 1398) granting a pension to Milton P. Shockley; 

A bill (S. 2325) to grant a pension to Nancy Mason; 

A bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Elizabeth Garaghty; and 

A bill (S. 2502) granting a pension to Louise Paul. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compensation 
of a district judge for the southern district of Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district of Wis- 
consin. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 295) permitting the public building authorized by act 
of Congress approved June 30, 1886, at Savannah, Ga., to be located 
not less than 40 feet from any other building, instead of 50 feet, as pro- 
vided in said act, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

AMERICAN ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘concurrent 
or other resolutions,’’ the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution 
which comes over under objection, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
HoAk, as follows: 

Whereas the approaching centennial anniversary, in 1889, of the adoption of 
the Cchstitution of the United States,and that of the four hundredth anniver- 
sary, in 1892, of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, are two im- 
portant historical events, fraught with great patriotic interest, not only to the 
citizens of this Republic and of the governments of the western hemisphere, 
but also mark occasions of transcendent importance in the history of the civil- 
ized world : Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five members of the Senate, of whom the 
President of the Senate shall be one, be appointed to consider, formulate, and 
report at the next session of Congress a plan for properly celebrating, at the 
capital of the Republic, these two illustrious anniversaries. Said committee 
are authorized to actin concert with any similar committee of the House of 
Representatives, and to sit during the recess. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair wishes to take this occa- 
sion to state that he believes, by a careful examination of Rule XIV, 
that he was in error yesterday in excluding the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts from having this resolution presented the next day after it was 
reported; but the Chair acted in accordance with the uniform custom of 
his predecessors so far ashe knew, and especially of his immediate pred- 
ecessor. Therefore, as the Senate had itself construed by its practice 
the rule, the Chair feels disposed to adhere to that until the Senate re- 
verses it or the Committee on Rules may take the subject-matter into 
consideration. 

The question is on agreeing tothe resolution submitted yesterday by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to amend the resolution in order to meet 
the objection of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] which I have 
conversed with him about, by inserting ‘‘seven’’ instead of ‘‘five”’ 
and by directing the committee to report on ‘‘ the expediency of’’ as 
well asaplan. It is not the purpose to commit the Government to 
anything whatever by this resolution, and I suppose the committee 
will be able to do their duty in the early days of the next session. I 
do not think it will require any labor in vacation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the President of the Senate ad- 
heres to his decision of yesterday ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. He follows the pfactice of the Sen- 
ate rather than the rule. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then how doesthis resolution get before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was afterwards intro- 
duced bythe Senator from Massachusetts as an individual Senator, 
and it now comes up in regular order. 

Mr. FRYE. Which under the ruling of the Chair has much greater 
privilege than a report from a committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the practice of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. 


‘ 


I reported a resolution from a committee a few 


days since and I see that it has gotten onto the Calendar. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is where it belongs. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I had better withdraw it and introduce it individ- 
ually. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not, at this late stage of the session, desire to in- 
troduce a topic that would excite debate or difference of opinion in re- 
gard to a mere matter of parliamentary law. At some convenient time 
in the next session, if this question should come up again, I shall ask 
the Chair to submit it to the Senate. 

I agree with the present opinion of the Chair that the rule is what I 
claimed yesterday, and I think I should be able to satisfy the Chair 
that the usage he speaks of is not of such long standing as would war- 
rant a departure from the letter and spirit of the rule. I do not care, 
however, to bring it up now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Do I understand the Senator to hold that an in- 
dividual resolution has preference over a resolution reported by a com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HOAR. No, just thecontrary. If the Senator will pardon me, 
I do no desire to dwell on this matter 

Mr. CULLOM. Nor dol. 

Mr. HOAR. I reported day before yesterday by direction of a com- 
mittee a Senate resolution which went over one day on objection. 
Then on my desiring to have it called up yesterday the Chairexpressed 
the opinion that it had gone to the Calendar, and that a resolution re- 
ported by a committee, thongh a Senate resolution alone, did not have 
the same privilege which «& resolution introduced by a single Senator 
would have. I did not care about detaining the Senate, and though I 
expressed, with great respect to the Chair, my dissent from the prop- 
osition, | thought it better to introduce a separate resolution of my 
own and have it go over to to-day; and now I have it up, so that it is 
in order either way. 

The rule, on examination, does not make any provision for a calendar 
whatever except that it is to be a calendar of bills and joint resolutions, 
not of Senate resolutions alone. Thenit says, without specifying where 
the resolutions come from, that any resolution, without saying whether 
it comes from a committee or anywhere else, shall go over one day if 
there be objection. ; 

But, as I said, I should like to have the other matter disposed of and 
let the question of order go until some time when the Senate has nothing 
else to do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR.* May we not have the amendment read ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to have the opportunity to sub- 
mit a few observations on the subject that my friend from Massachu- 
setts has occupied the time of the Senate upon. 

Mr. HOAR. I said I did not desire to occupy time, but I merely 
answered the question put by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Senator from Massachusetts spokeagainst 
his own will, for he proceeded to make an argument of great force ia 
support of his view. Now, I do not wish to have the Chair labor 
through the whole vacation under the strain of that influence in that 
direction without some observations being submitted the other way. 

Mr. HOAR. Postpone it until after the resolution is acted on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would have postponed it if the Senator from 
Massachusetts had, but I think I can not postpone it now. 

This subject was considered, I must imagine, when the Committee 
on Rules framed the present rules. Before that time we had a calen- 
dar of resolutions; they stood by themselves, and would accumulate, 
and accumulate, and not being acted upon we had to go through the 
whole list every day, calling them along. That was found to be in- 
convenient, and it was thought that the best way was to drop that part 
of it altogether and to have one single Calendar. In respect of the 
rule which says ‘‘a calendar of bills and joint resolutions,’’ taking that 
rule alone, it does not seem to be acalendar for anything else; but that 
does not imply that you can not have a calendar of some other kind 
besides that, and it may be on the same piece of paper. 

But when you turn to another rule, on the subject of reports of com- 
mittees, it states that they shall not be acted upon without unanimous 
consent on the day they areoffered. It speaks then of business which 
the Senate has already taken in hand and which has been brought for- 
ward by a committee for consideration, where every kind of business 
ought to stand on an equal footing and no other; whereas the rule about 
resolutions refers to the first introduction of a resolution which may be 
a surprise to the Senate, that it shall lie over one day before the Senate 
is called upon to act on it at all, either to agree to it, or to refer it, or 
to do anything elee with it. 

In this state of the rule as it now stands, the then presiding officer 
called the attention of members of the Committee on Rules to the sub- 
ject and the somewhat confusing state of it all as to what was to be 
done with a resolution which had been referred to a committee, for 
illustration, for that illustrates just as well, and which was reported; 
and it was thought that the true and ic construction of the 
whole thing together would be to have a resolution which came from 
@ committee stand on the same footing that a bill did, and go on in its 
order of business to be considered by the Senate. 

If that is not a good way to do, the Committee on Rules, without our 
straining ourselves on deciding what the rules now mean, can report a 
rule one way or the other and the Senate can pass it, 
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Thanking my friend from Massachusetts, I leave the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by ;}, 
Senator from Massachusetts will be reported. ~—— 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed toamend the resolution in |ine 1 
by striking out ‘‘five’’ and inserting ‘‘seven,’’ and in line 3, afte; ;),, 
word ‘‘ Congress,’’ by inserting ‘‘the expediency of and;’’ so as to yya\-. 
the resolution read: 


Resolved, That a committee of seven members of the Senate, of whor, 1), 
President of the Senate shall be one, be appointed to consider, formulate. ,.., 
report at the next session of Congress the expediency of and a plan for prope,|, 
celebrating, at the capital of the Republic, these two illustrious anniyers,,;,. 
Said committee are authorized to act in concert with any similar com) jt;,, 
the House of Representatives, and to sit during the recess, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, thisis just precisely a moment whe, 
things of this sort ought to have careful consideration. It is possi})|e. j; 
we are careless about it now, that many weeks of consideration ang (je. 
bate will be of next to no use three or four years hence. 

Certain gentlemen, respectable men—and I have no criticism to mak. 
upon them or their motives—have been printing pamphlets and js.y. 
ing circulars urging the United States to undertake a most extragydj. 
nary and expensive and extensive celebration in this city within tw, 
or three years, combining a celebration of the discovery of this conti- 
nent by Columbus and a celebration of the anniversary of the adoption 
of the Constitution. I perceive that they contemplate a great interyg. 
tional exhibition, whose buildings are to be placed upon the pu)) 
grounds below here. They contemplate also in addition to the {in 
part thereof distinctive State exhibition buildings to be erected by eac) 
of the several States and, I believe, the Territories. They contemp]|,:, 
further than that the permanent retention of certain of those buildings 
and the permanent location of an exhibition upon those grounds, _ 

We have a very remarkable, scientific, interesting, and valuab/e per- 
manent national museum already established, which not only repre. 
sents in general the ethnology, the history of the human race in al) re. 
spects, industrial and all other, of ancient times, but comes down to tly 
present day and endeavors to put in there a specimen of the most per- 
fect work in all the various lines of manufacture. . That, in my judy. 
ment, isenough of apermanentmuseum. Itisa permanent exhibitio: 
its plan highly scientific, its execution thoroughly scientitic. 

The scheme proposed by these gentlemen contemplates taking thee 
invaluable public grounds, putting up, even on the beautiful grounds 
directly in front of the Smithsonian, exhibition buildings, making 
some of them permanent, with the idea that exhibitors, manufacturers 
in this country and elsewhere, especially in this country, will keep those 
buildings supplied with articles interesting for exhibition and probably 
of commercial value to themselves, 

I shall not speak long about it, but I desire to call your attention to 
the fact that the expenses of any great exhibition, especially of any great 
international exhibition, are not paid by theshareholders; they are not 
even paid by the Government, which may contribute one, two, three, 
four, or five million dollars; they are paid by the exhibitors; and it 
costs anywhere from ten to fifty or a hundred dollars up to a hundred 
thousand dollars to manufacture their goods and put them on exlili- 
tion and care for them and return them and all that. At the interns 
tional exhibition in Philadelphia in 1876 oneexhibitor expended $1\)- 
000 upon his exhibit there. 

Now, the question whether the manufacturers and business men of 
the country are ready to come thereeven forsix months is one consi(er- 
ation. Another is as to whether they are to be ready to keep up 4 per 
manent exhibition of their goods and manufactures there. I have uot 
the slightest idea that they are. 

There is no permanent exhibition of the character that has ever bea 
anything but a disastrous financial failure. When the Philade|phs 
exhibition was over, so fascinating had it been, so beautiful were «ne 
of those buildings, thata class of men desired to perpetuate it. Ever! 
one sympathized with their enthusiasm and their patriotism ; )ut a 
the year 1876 had passed over the patriotism had been satisfied, a0/ 
the thing became cold commercial business, and it was a disastro1s 
failure, as it has been everywhere. Manufacturers will not keep). 
any form of national exhibition as a branch agency for the exhibition! 
their 

These considerations, hastily thrown in here, serve to show that thee 
gentlemen, who from the best of motives are contemplating an ex) 
tion of illimitable extent and perpetuity here, have not in my )%> 
ment considered this question. ‘ 

The resolution is not even yet quite carefully enough drawn. The 
Senator from Massachusetts slightly amended it at my suggestion, 
it takes it for granted now, it seems, that there is to be such a ti" 
It ought to be carefully guarded, so that the committee shall be '™ 
structed to make a thorough inquiry as to the wisdom and nature 0!“ 
exhibition, and if they deem it wise they should say why and how ** 
what sort of exhibition, and then report a plan. J 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has not attended to the change I mav— 

Mr. HAWLEY. He has with the utmost care attended to ©" 
word of it. Will the Secretary please read it again? ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again state 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. ‘a 

The Cuizr CLERK. In line1strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘se’ 


— 
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and in line 3, after the word ‘‘Congress,’’ insert the words ‘‘the expe- 
diency of ;”’ 80 as to read: 

That a committee of seven members of the Senate, of whom the President of 
the Senate shall be one, be appointed to consider, formulate, and report at the 
next session of Congress the expediency of and a plan for properly celebrating, 
at the capital of the Republic, these two illustrious anniversaries. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are to report a plan for celebrating these 
anniversaries. They had better be instructed to consider the expedi- 
ency of a plan, and if such shall be deemed expedient the nature thereof, 
and what in their judgment should be done, &c. 

Mr. HOAR. That is exactly what they do by the resolution, as I 
understand it. I wish the Secretary would read once more what he has 
just read. It is almost in language what the Senator says he desires, 
and wasso intended. They are to report first the expediency of having 
anything atall. If they conclude that there should be something, then 
their plan; and.they commit the Government to absolutely nothing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The remarks of the Senator will help to construe it 
in case of doubt, but if Iam able to read the English language it re- 
quires that committee to report upon the expediency of the celebration 
and to report a plan. 

Mr. CULLOM. It commits the Government to do it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not want any shadow of committal in this res- 
olution. That is whatI mean. I do not want anybody to say to us 
that having adopted the resolution we decided to startit. I do not 
wish to prejudge the case. It may be we shall deem it worth while, 
but I warn you it is a matter involving several millions of dollars. 

Mr. HOAR. Itwas the purpose of the resolution to be as absolutely 
free from committing the Government to anything as the English lan- 
guage could make it; and I can not now after hearing my honorable 
friend from Connecticut who has taken occasion to state before he has 
heard it what he thinks is the plan of somebody, and to assume it—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have heard it and read it. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that my friend has not listened with 
his usual care to the lan of the resolution, or else that he has failed 
to understand it. The resolution proposes that there shall be a com- 
mittee to consider the expediency of doing the thing at all, and if they 
find it expedient then to report their plan. The committee certainly 
will be discreet, and will understand what they do. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on 
the Library, before which this matter has been brought and in whose 
presence it has been discussed, I desire to say a single word. 

It is true, as the Senator from Connecticut says, there are certain 
gentlemen who have in their minds the idea of celebrating in an im- 
—- manner two great events, one perhaps greater than the other. 

e first is the discovery of this continent, and the next and perhaps 
the greatest is the adoption of the Constitution. They have approached 
that committee of Congress, which they conceive has such matters in 
charge, and they have talked with us aboutit. This resolution pro- 

no more than to authorize a committee especially to confer with 
them until Congress meets again and then makea report. It is no 
committal to a celebration at all, but it is that act of respect which is 
due to the gentlemen who came before us and due to the occasions which 
they discuss and submit; and the discussion as to whether expositions 
are good things or bad things, or whether the shareholders get the 
profits or where they go to, is a hundred miles ahead of the point where 
we are now. 

This is merely a response to a movement on the subject, and I think 
& proper response. It can harm nobody, and when we meet here again 
the committee, I trust, will be able to enlighten Congress upon the 
subject, so that we can intelligently take it up and consider it. That 
is all there is of it. 

Mr. HOAR. To give them a hearing; that is all. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I fail to notice any suggestion 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts or the Senator from Indiana 
as to the immediate necessity for any action on the part of Congress. 
The exposition that may be had is three years distant. It is not con- 
templated to have it before 1889, and three years intervene before the 
exposition or the celebration or whatever it may be; and where is the 
necessity for this haste to thrust this matter in at the expiring days of 
the session? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardonme. The “three ycars”’ will 
beonly two at the end of the next short session of Congress. All that 
is by the resolution is to give certain gentlemen a respectful 

The Library Committee is not large enough, it is not com- 
posed of men of experience in that particular, to undertake it. Here 
are certain men who want to be heard. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This matter has been agitated in the local papers 
here for some time, and it would have been competent for the Library 
Committee or the Senator from Massachusetts to have introduced a 
resolution on the subject early in the session. 

Mr. SEWELL. For the information of the Senator from Nebraska 
I will state that a resolution was introduced on the subject and was 
referred to the Committee on the Library and by them investigated to 
acertain extent. Sozse of the members of the Library Committee, feel- 
ing that they could not give the time necessary for a thorough investi- 


XVII——187 





gation of this subject, asked through the Senator from Massachusetts 
for the passage of a resolution creating a special committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then it would seem strange that when the reso- 
lution was referred to the Library Committee some time ago (how far 
back I do not know), now, within two or three days of the end of the 
session, this matter comes not from the committee but from a single 
Senator. 

Mr. SEWELL. I beg your pardon, it comes by order of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This resolution is from a single Senator. 

Mr. SEWELL. But it was introduced by order of the committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The doubt is not yet resolved, why this matter 
was suffered to linger until now when questions which are pressing and 
of impertance and necessity can not tie considered by this body. There 
are many important measures to-day demanding consideration which 
can not be heard, important matters which should be disposed of be- 
fore the next session of Congress; but there is thrust in at the last hour 
almost of the session a proposition to provide for an examination into 
the propriety of an exposition, or fair, or celebration to be held nearly 
three years hence. That is the point I make. 

I suppose this thing very probably will keep until the next session 
of Congress. There is no time better to consider the matter here con- 
templated by the resolution than the first month of the session. Every 
Senator, the whole Senate, both bodies have more time the first month 
of a session than at any other period; far more than during a recess of 
the Senate. 

I desire to suggest what we always have occasion to suggest at the 
end of every session, the desire to continue the lifetime of committees 
during the recess, and when there are not enough of those, then to for- 
mulate some new committee with power to sit during the recess of the 
Senate; andwhy? In eight months that we have been in session Sen- 
ators have not had the time or the disposition. There have been eight 
months of this session when Senators have been here, and now they 
are gasping for breath and waiting impatiently till the time shall come 
for final adjournment that they may hasten away; and what then? 
Four months, and then another session of this body. Would they con- 
template coming back here in August? No. Orin September? Oh, 
no; probably not. 

I fail to see, even if this work is of great importance, that this mat- 
ter will be tacilitated by the meeting of the committee during the re- 
cess. I trust we shall commence early—it is notearly, but late—I trust 
that we shall commence now and say that we will not continue the life- 
time of useless committees and make a needless expenditure upon the 
Treasury, or create new committees and new commissions which will 
have practically no effect atall. If this matter should be inquired into, 
the very first month of the next session is the time, when nothing will 
be done, because nothing ever is done before the holidays. Then will 
be a most admirable time for the Committee on the Library, ora 
special committee if it shall be deemed necessary, to investigate this 
matter. 

Besides, there is great force in what the Senator from Connecticut 
has said; and there is no Senator on this floor more capable of having 
@ judicious and correct opinion on this subject than the Senator from 
Connecticut, because he himself, from his familiarity with expositions of 
this kind, is able to state the result from the beginning. I supposed the 


: time had come, after the experience at Philadelphia and New Orleans, 


that this Government was presumed to be organized and created for 
other purposes than to run expositions of that kind. I supposed Con- 
gress had had enough of them, and I supposed the American people 
had had enough of them, after the accounts were settled with the New 
Orleans exposition. And what now? 

Another grand scheme is projected and proposed for the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Is there not enough done for this and for other localities by the 
General Government that it should be called in to foster and sustain 
a proposition of this kind? If Washington or any other community 
desires to celebrate the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America, it is at liberty todo so. But this is for Washington. Did 
the Senate propose to aid the exposition up in Minnesota the other day? 
No; andwhy? Senators pooh-poohed the proposition. Oh, no, you can 
not aid Minnesota in her exposition; you can not even give the propo- 
sition a respectful hearing, but banish it without any consideration. 
You never could think of doing that; but here is a proposition to have 
two more expositions, They are important anniversaries certainly. 
Every historical event, when you come to its anniversary, is important. 

What do we propose to do under our Constitution of limited pow- 
ers, I ask our friends on the other side, because I think that is what 
they call the Constitution, one of limited powers? It was questioned 
every time heretofore when Congress was asked to make appropriations 
for such a purpose. It was questioned when we made the appropria- 
tion for Philadelphia, and it was claimed that we were transgressing 
beyond the Constitution. When we made an appropriation for New 
Orleans its constitutionality was questioned in advance. But the finan- 
cial results were demonstrated afterward, very much to our sorrow and 
that of the Treasury. Now, the Senator from Connecticut sounds prop- 
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erly a warning in this matter, a matter involving the expenditure of 
millions of dollars. 

There will be time enough to consider the matter when the city of 
Washington shall have consummated a plan. When Washington has 
consummated her plan in this city foran exposition of this kind and shall 
come to Congress and ask for help, then will be abundant time for us. 
They are the persons and the authority to propose the plan, the scheme, 
and then when they have done that, and when they want either the 
aid of Congress or of the Treasury, or wantthe authority and influences 
and aid of officers of the Government, that will be another matter. 

I trust that we shall not inaugurate now this proposition of forming 
committees and making expenditures needlessly and unnecessarily from 
the Treasury. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I will just make a protest, without 
discussion, against any intimation of the Senator from Nebraska, whether 
intentional or unintentional, that the exhitition at Philadelphia was 
unexpectedly costly to the country, or that it was not worth in my judg- 
ment fifty times what it did cost. It was the best investment ever 
made in thiscountry. I let that go. 

I suggest that the resolution be put in this shape: 

That a com:nittee of five members of the Senate— 


Or seven members of the Senate, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
now wishes to have it— 
of whom the President of the Senate shall be one, be appointed to consider the 
expediency of properly celebrating at the capital of the Republic these two illus- 
trious anniversaries— 

Those referred to in the preamble— 
and if said celebration shall be deemed expedient, they shall report upon the 
method, cost, and general plan thereof at the next session of Congress. 

I have no objection to that form. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as proposed to be 
amended by the Senator from Connecticut will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. Inthe first line of the resolution, before the word 
**members,’’ strike out ‘‘ five’’ and insert *‘ seven;’’ in the second line 
of the resolution, after the word ‘‘ consider,”’ strike out the words ‘‘ for- 
mulate and report at the next session of Congress a plan for properly 
celebrating at the capital of the Republic these two illustrious anniver- 
saries’’ and insert: 

The expediency of properly celebrating at the capital of the Republic these two 
illustrious anniversaries, and if said celebration shall be deemed expedient, they 
shall report upon the method, cost, and general plan thereof at the next session 
of Congress. 

Mr. ° 9AR. It seems fitting that I should state a littic more fally 
what my desire to save the time of the Senate made me abridge, sup- 
posing the matter would be perfectly clear and unquestioned to every 
reasonable mind. 

Gentlemen of the city of Washington of high respectability, well 
known, have communicated to the Library Committee of the Senate a de- 
sire to be heard in regard to the propriety of celebrating the two greatest 
events in American opinion of human history, certainly two of the 
three greatest events, the Declaration of Independence being the third. 
They appeared and stated respectfully to the committee their desire, 
and they said that they were informed unofficially, but without any 
doubt, that the diplomatic representatives of all the other American 
republics to whom the formation of our Constitution has been an ex- 
ample, who are the children of American liberty on this continent, 
would join in celebrating and in celebrating here in our country these 
two great events in which they have a common interest, and in the 
glory of which they have a common share—the establishment of a writ- 
ten constitutional government, and the discovery of the continent which 
doubled the size of this globe for the purposes of civilized habitation. 

Is not that a respectful, decent, proper request? I can state of my 
own knowledge that the historical societies throughout the country 
have expressed an earnest desire to have the first of these events prop- 
erly marked, as the centennial of the Declaration of Independence was 
properly marked. Two Senators are present whose names are namor- 
tally blended with that great celebration in 1876. 

In addition to that, the people in Spain are moving, and the Royal 
Historical Society of Madrid (1 think that is the title of the society), 
took more than a year ago measures for having a national or interna- 
tional commemoration of that event in which Spain had so largea 
share. 

That being a respectful request iu regard to a dignified and proper 
subject of inquiry, coming from American citizens, the Library Com- 
mittee found itself embarrassed by the fact that it was composed of only 
three persons, the smallest committee of theSenate, that it was crowded 
with other work, that its members were crowded with work in other 
committees, and that no one of its members possessed the requisite and 
competent experience to be able to pass even upon the original question 
whether there were obstacles in the way of a celebration at all, what 
should be the proper plan, what should be the proper place, and there- 
fore we reported to the Senate, without asking for any authority being 
given to a committee which would involve any expenditure, that a 
committee of seven membersshould be appointed who should take this 
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subject into consideration, who probably could learn in the interya| 
what was desired, and might in the leisure days of the beginning of 
the next session be able to give these persons their hearing and make 
proper report. That is the whole of it. 

It is not intended to commit the Government toanything. Per)ips 
it is not quite within the bounds of good taste, but I had taken great 
pains to urge upon the Senator from Connecticut himself, who was t}). 
president of the celebration of 1876, to serve on the committee and 
upon the President of the Senate, who in accordance with the terms o; 
this resolution will bea member of the committee, so that we haye 
two of the most conservative and discreet Senators of the body. 

Mr. President, I think the American people will demand somewhere 
that weshall join with the other nations of theearth who are eager to ex. 
press their exultation, delight, and gratification at these two great eveyts 
in human history. I sympathize as strongly as is possible with the ce. 
sires of those gentlemen who have a special duty toguard the Treasury 
against extravagant and lavish expenditure that we shall not get com. 
mitted under a hurry and enthusiasm to any extravagant expenditure, 
I especially desire that to be done from the fact that I have had the 
very unimportant duty of introducing this resolution, because any }ody 
who commits the Government to that will be covered in the end wit) 
mortification and disgrace. Nothing of that kind is risked here. by; 
it does seem to me that when gentlemen of the character of these gep- 
tlemen come and ask for a respectful hearing, it is proper that we 
should say ‘‘Certainly you may be heard and your plan may be con- 
sidered; the Senate will be able to take care of it.’”’ AsI said, the 
Library Committee, as you know very well, Mr. President, from hay- 
ing been so long its chairman, is not situated so as to be able to take 
the responsibility of dealing with the subject itself. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, a project for a celebration of either of 
these great historic events participated in by representatives of foreiyn 
powers at Washington, drawn together by common sympathy and mak- 
ing a great festal occasion, is one thing; an industrial exposition of the 
growth of the United States, of all the things which contribute to our 
material greatness, is entirely another thing; and I am here and now 
squarely opposed to Congress at this late day doing anything that will 
commit us to any such exposition here. When the time shal! come 
that the United States shall repeat on a greater scale the great indus- 
trial exposition of 1876, in some one of the great cities of the country 
where trade and commerce and manufactures do center, I shall be will- 
ing to consider that subject fairly and to give a proper plan support; 
but Washington is the last place for anything of that sort. There is 
not an argument that can be urged in favor of this city; all the argu- 
ments are the other way, for some other place; and I should not be will- 
ing for one to support any resolution here that I thought would commit 
the United States to the project of a great industrial exposition in Wash- 
ington. And I hope the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLry |— 
I did not have the pleasure of listening to what he said, being busy in 
conference, from which I have run in for a few moments only—in pre- 
paring hisamendment to this resolution has carefully guarded that, and 
if the resolution passes that a careful and conservative committee will 
be appointed that will see to it that the United States does not get in- 
volved in any fature enterprises such as will inevitably, as the Senator 
from Massachusetts has said, come back ‘‘ to plague the inventor’’ and 
overwhelm with shame everybody who has sought to get the United 
States committed to any such project. 

It seems to me from listening to the Senator’s proposition that he has 

this very carefully, and I agree with him in the general desizu 
and purpose of this celebration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would not say anything further but from a sort 
of impression that the Senator from Massachusetts left upon my mind 
that he supposed I was unwilling to hear a respectful petition from 
prominent citizens of Washington. Iam not. They are entitled tos 

ul consideration and a careful examination of the subject. or 
have I the slightest objection in the world toa becoming celebration of 
the anniversaries of those great events. I think it is well that there 
should be oneof some sort; but whether it should be in the nature of two 
or three days’ literary or other exercises here in which the representa- 
tives of foreign governments and the immediate people of our own Gov- 
ernment should be requested to join, is one matter; and whether there 
should be connected with this and as a part of ita grand, extensive, and 
permanent commercial affair, is entirely another question. It is ouly 
that there should be due care about that that I am anxious. 

As to the value of international exhibitions conducted with prope 
prudence and wisdom, I have not the slightest doubt in the world that 
they pay abundantly the nations that hold them. Never has one bee! 
held that in many has not absolutely revolutionized the indus- 
tries of the country which held it. That was not the question. [be 
Senator seems to disclaim, and honestly means to disclaim, that he ws 
committing us atall to such an undertaking; but as the origina! reso 
lution said, a committee shall ‘“‘be appointed to consider, formulate, 
and report at the next session of Congress a plan for properly celebrt- 
ing,”’ and ‘*the plan’’ before him was the one about which I say ther? 
ought to be caution. Thatisall. I think my amendment is sale. 

Mr. HOAR. I accept the Senator’s amendment, and it means & 
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actly the same thing. The difference between my honorable friend and come up and celebrate at a vast and enormous expense to themselves 
myself is a difference in the understanding of the meaning of language. | events of this kind. 


I do not understand that a committee to formulate and submit to the 
Senate a plan commits anybody to anything. I entirely agree with 
my honorable friend from Connecticut that international exhibitions 


are good things when they have the right kind of a president, of which | 


we have had some experience in this country. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as modified will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of seven members of the Senate, of whom the 
President of the Senate shall be one, be appointed to consider the expediency 
of properly celebrating at the capital of the Republic these two illustrious anni- 
ve es; and if said celebration shall be deemed expedient they shall report 
upon the method, cost, and general plan thereof at the next session of Congress. 
Said committee are authorized to act in concert with any similar committee of 
the House of Representatives, and to sit during the recess, 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I am opposed to committing the 
Government to an exhibition in any shape or form. I regard this as 
the initiation of an attempt toward the expenditure by this Govern- 
ment of several million dollars very unnecessarily. That the events 
spoken of in the resolution were very important events nobody dis- 
putes; that the discovery of America and the adoption of the Consti- 
tution are highly interesting to the American people everybody ad- 
mits. Every child ten years old that has ever gone to school has 
learned all that he can in reference to the discovery of America or the 
history of the Federal Constitution. 

We had an exhibition ten years ago, which has been much lauded, 
at Philadelphia. That, I believe, was about the first of the kind in 
this country. The result was a financial failure entirely. It may 
have had very beneficial effects in other directions, but it was a finan- 
cial failure, involving not only the General Government but the peo- 
ple of the country in a very large expenditure of money. 

Then we had the exposition at New Orleans at an expenditure of 
about a million and a half of dollars on the part of the General Gov- 
ernment, a complete failure; and if good resulted from it in any re- 
spect, I do not know what it is. 

This is a proposition to celebrate in the city of Washington these two 
important events. It seems to me if there is any necessity of celebrat- 
ing these events the city of Washington is not the place. What aid 
could you get from the business people of this community in erecting 
the buildings orin carryingoutthe plan? You had from Philadelphia, 
you had from New Orleans very material assistance from the local State 
and municipal governments; but what can you have in the city of 
Washington? I doubt whether you could raise $20,000 to-day in the 
city of Washington, from the gentlemen who are so interested in having 
anexhibition here, to aid in carryingitout. Very likely they are inter- 
ested. If 1 kept a large hotel here 1 would be in favor of it perhaps too. 
If I kept a saloon or a tobacco-shop here, perhaps I would be in favor 
of it. I might be in favor of it then; but I say now that if this thing 
is to be carried on at all, it is to be carried on at the expense of the 
people of this whole country, and not much of it will fall on the people 
of the city of Washington. This is taking the first step toward the ex- 
penditure of a large amount of money out of the Federal Treasury. 

We have heard from the Senator from Massachusetts that Spain and 
other nations of Europe feel largely interested in an enterprise of this 
kind. So you can see it is looking now not only to a celebration by 
our own people but to inviting the other powers of the earth to come 
here and participate in it, and perhaps every foreign power will be in- 
vited to be here at the expense of the General Government in the cap- 
ital of our country; and it would not be seemly to invite the heads of 
governments of other countries to be represented here without extend- 
ing to them that courtesy to which they would be fairly entitled, to be 
entertained at the expense of the Government of the United States. 

To this whole plan, from beginning to end, I am utterly opposed. I 
deny that there is any legitimate power in the Constitution to authorize 
the Congress of the United States to take the money that the people of 
the country have paid by taxation into the public Treasury and ap- 
propriate it forany such purpose, I learned my views of constitutional 
power from the generation who succeeded the men who framed the Con- 
stitution. There has been avery wide departure from the doctrines 
which they taught, I know. I should be glad to see the American 
statesmen of this day brought back to the position occupied by the men 
who preceded them in the affairs of Government, who believed ina strict 
construction of the powers of the General Government, granting to the 
General Government whatever is und proper to maintain the 
Federal Government in its fall force and vigor, but securing and reserv- 
ing to the States and to the people thereof every right which is not ex- 
rey given, or which does not by necessary implication arise in the 

Government out of the express grants of the Constitution. 

I deny that there is any power in the Federal Government to tax me 
or to tax eee citizen of the United States for the purpose of mak- 
ing a frolic for the people of Washington or any other city in the United 

States. Maintain your Government, as I before remarked, in its full 
force and re oss at the same time you have no right to become the 
almoners of ty and charity, and especially do not do this act which 
is of very doubtful propriety—call upon the people of the country to 


I am opposed, therefore, to the resolution inany shape. I think the 
resolution as amended by the Senator from Connecticut is in better 
| form than that introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts, but I 
am opposed to taking the first step, and I am in favor here and now of 
saying to the people of Washington and to everybody else that feels in- 
terested in this matter, ‘‘ We wash our hands clear of all such enter- 
rises.”’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon for saying a word or two more. I 
feel like making a very humble disclaimer when anybody compliments 
me for my connection with the Philadelphia exhibition. I was only 
one of a hundred and twenty, more or less, concerned in the govern- 
ment of that affair; but nevertheless as I was a member it imposes on 
me the duty of defending the enterprise if it be unjustly criticised. 

The State of Pennsylvania was generous in that matter; the city of 
Philadelphia was generous beyond measure; the people of the city of 
Philadelphia in their individual capacities were generous and hospitable 
and patriotic. The General Government constituted that enterprise, 
set it on foot, and published it to the world, and the world was invited 
to come there, and when the hard times made financial help a neces- 
sity the General Government put a million and a half at the disposal 
of the enterprise, every dollar of which was repaid to the Treasury. 
I do not wish to have the Senator from Delaware speak of that exhi- 
bition as a financial failure without emphasizing the fact that after 
the Government extended aid by what was intended to be in the first 
placea loan, upon a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
the million and a half advanced by the Government was paid back dollar 
for dollar; but the Government paid the expense of its own very cred- 
itable and useful exhibition of the several Departments of the Govern- 
ment in its own Government building; that it paid for as an exhibitor; 
but it contributed directly to the expenses of that exhibition only a 
sum of about $20,000, expended for printing the bonds, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution as modified. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ‘I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. MAXEyY’s name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], who is absent from the 
Senate Chamber at this time. Ido not know how he would vote on 
this resolution if present, and I withhold my vote on that account 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
41, nays 12; as follows: 





YEAS—41. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Mahone, Sherman, 
Beck, Frye, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blair, Gorman, Miller, Stanford, 
Brown, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., ‘Teller, 
Butler, Hampton, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Call, Harrison, Piatt, Walthall, 
Camden, Hawley, Plumb, Whitthorne, 
Chace, Hoar, Pugh, Wiison of Iowa, 
Conger, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Dolph, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Eustis, McMillan, Sewell, 

NAYS—12, 

Berry, Cullom, Payne, Van Wyck, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Saulsbury, Vest, 
Coke, Harris, Vance, Wilson of Md. 

ABSENT—23. 
Allison, Fair, Jones of Florida, Morgan, 
Bowen, George, Jonesof Nevada, Morrill, 
Cameron, Gibson, Logan, Pike, 
Cockrell, Hale, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Maxey, Sabin. 
Dawes, Jonesof Arkansas, Mitchell of Pa., 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the committee; and he appointed Messrs. HoAR, SEWELL, 
HAWLEY, VOORHEES, GORMAN, and EvstIs. 


VETOED PENSION BILLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLark] which comes over under the rule. The resolution will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

ResolWwed, That the reports of the majority and views of the minority of the 
Committee on Pensions on Senate bili 2005, Mary J. Nottage; Senate bill 226, 
Margaret D. Marchand; House bill 1059, Joseph Romiser; Senate bill 1077, grant- 
ing pension to Newcomb Parker; Senate bil! 1797, granting pension to Jobn 8. 
Kirkpatrick; Senate bill 1850, granting pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen; Senate 
bill 342, granting pension to Marrilla Parsons; Senate bill 183, for the relief of 
Thomas 8. Hopkins, be printed in the Recogrp. 

Mr. BLAIR. As explained last night by the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. EpmuNDs] and myself, this resolution is offered for the purpose 
of saving the time of the Senate, now so valuable by the approaching 
close of the session. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
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The reports mentioned in the resolution are as follows: 
MARY J. NOTTAGE, 


[Senate Report No. 1424, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Jung 30, 1886.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. Biarr, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report 
(to accompany bill 8. 2005, returned by the President with his objections there- 
to): 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the message of the Presi- 
dent returning Senate bill 2005, granting pension to Mary J. Nattage, widow of 
Thomas Nottage, late a sergeant of Company F, Third New Hampshire Volun- 
teers, with the executive disapproval, have considered the same, and have re- 
examined and reconsidered the evidence in support of the claim of this soldier’s 
widow for a pension. 

The committee report the veto message back to the Senate and recommend 
the passage of the bill, the President's objections to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing. 

It is said that never since the foundation of the Government has there been 
an executive veto of a private pension bill, save in a single instance, until the 
present session. How that may be is of no consequence, but so great has be- 
come the number of such vetoes interposed by the present Executive, all within 
afew weeks past, and so extraordinary the censure, sometimes rudely expressed 
and in nearly every instance severely implied, of the action of the two Houses 
of Congress and of their committees, upon whom has devolved the wearisome 
and generally unappreciated labor of investigating these claims, accompanied 
in many cases by such ridicule of,and evident disgust with, the claims them- 
selves, that your committee feel that they are justified in a brief review of the 
circumstances involved. 

In doing this a strong effort will be made to restrain a not unnatural feeling 
of indignation, which, if permitted to assume the proportions which the provo- 
cation justifies, would wholly destroy those respectful forms of expression which 
xnust be maintained in official intercourse between the different officers and De- 
partments of the Government. This becomes the more necessary in proportion 
as it is rendered the more difficult by reason of the unjust and unexampled style 
in which some of the messages of the President are expressed. It shall be the 
effort of the committee to get on in this difficult matter without violating the 
courtesies of official intercourse by imitating an example which, so far as we are 
aware, is without precedent and which, so far as we are concerned, shall remain 
60. 

We have caused an examination of the files of the two Houses of Congress to 
be made, and we think with a substantially accurate result, including the first 
eee of the Forty-ninth Congress from its commencement to the 26th day of 

une, 

here have been 3,788 bills for private pensions, or for increase of private pen- 
sions already granted, introduced in the House, and 7¢4 in the Senate ; 530 House 
bills and 88 Senate bills have passed both branches and gone to the President 
for his approval. 

The President has vetoed so far 45 House bills and 23 Senate bills, or 26 per 
cent. of the Senate billsand 8} per cent. of the House bills which hav been sub- 
mitted for his approval. These vetoes have been accompanied with declara- 
tions of distrust of the merits and good faith of the mass of other legislation 
which he can not veto for want of time. 

lt is necessary to state the facts, although your committee is not insensible to 
the special condemnation .whick this disparaging contrast between the propor- 
tion of Senatorial ill-work as compared with that of the House inflicts upon 
them. Each House, however, is responsible for every bill which reaches the 
Executive. The actual work done in the way of passing bills by the Senate is 
as follows: House bills passed by the Senate 530, Senate bills 292. There would 
seem to be enacted upon or rejected by the House of bills introduced in the 
House, about six-sevenths of the whole number, while the Senate has acted 
favorably upon about three-eighths of the whole number of bilis originally in- 
troduced in that body thus far during the session. 

it will also be observed that but a small proportion of those introduced are 
reported by either House. It is, in fact, impossible to investigate them gener- 
ally and fully, and it is all that mortal strength can perform to act upon those 
which are believed to be cleariy just. It is but an idle waste of time to write 
up adverse reporis as a rule, and only those who have com vely little else 
to do who can spend time in making reports against doubtful claims whichare 
likely yet to be made good ones by testimony which may be produced later in 
the same or in subsequent sessions, 

We observe further, that whatever may be said to the contrary, it is sel- 
dom that a member of the House or Senate will introduce any bill in the slight- 
est degree tainted with fraud. Very few bills are introduced without some 
knowledge of their merit on the part of those who introduce them. 

A computation as careful as your committee is able to make without the full 
examination of each bill—and even if that were done it would still remain to 
deduct the pension already being paid in cases of increase (a very large 
tion of the total named in the bil!)—satisfies the committee that up to this b 
June 26, the whole amount of money calied for annually by all the pate pen- 
sion bills passed by Congress this session, including those struck down the 
President, the character of which will appear further on, is not more than - 
000, and $200,000 would cover the total possible raid by Congress had it been per- 
mitted to pursue its scandalously extravagant career unchecked to the end of 
the session! 

The vetoes have covered not far from $20,000, or perhaps $25,000, and applicants 
for special relief are expected to know better than to press Congress and the 
President further for a redress of their wrongs. These sums of m are not 
to be despised by this nation, but it would be a comfort to know that tly 
belongs to us—or, at least, that if withheld wrongfully it did not cost health and 
life to thoge and the dependent relatives of those whose valor and sacrifices pre- 
served our institutions and made the official existence possible which has saved 
this cash to the surplus in the Treasury. The present n of coun- 
try is at least sixty million souls,and our wealth not less than sixty billions of 
dollars. We have, alse, let us feel grateful to Providence, a most encouraging 
prospect for the future. 

Much criticism has been indulged in by the President of the methods of legis- 
Jation pursued by the two Houses of Congress, and however uninformed he ma. 
be upon the subject, and however unintentionally by reason of want of know 
edge he may have m resented to the country the methods of n 
which have been pny n like cases ever since Congresses and ts 
have existed, and which have,since Parliaments became free, been safe frora 
Kingly and Presidential interference, all the same the people are misled by the 
unwarranted statements of the President as to the manner in which legislation 
upon pensions, claims, and the like is, and of necessity must be, conducted. 

A claim or a private pension act can be discussed in committee and debated 
in the Senste as long as an on bill; and therefore the conduct of af- 
fairs compels on the part of if not on the part of any other Department 
of the Government, some attention in the division of time and labor to the rela- 
tive importance of the interests involved. Pension claims require the 
investigation of questions of fact and appeal to motives of Justice, humanity, 
gratitude, sound public policy, petriotiem, edmiration for deeds, the love 
of glory, and the perpetuation of the Republic, It is not necessary that this in- 
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vestigation of facts be made by a full jury of seventy-six Senators, nor by the 
whole three hundred and twenty-five members of the House of Representat iy... 
nor by both Housesin full assembly concurring. It is essential that at lea-t one 
capable and honest mind should examine thoroughly each case in each Hoje 
of Congress, and in all cases of doubt and difficulty or of unusual features th at 
the committee and the Houseshould dothe same. That weaver to be the usija] 
and ordinary course of the transaction of the pension business of the Sen.u:, 
and to have been so during the session, all statements to the contrary not 
standing. 

The printed reports of the committee have been on the personal files of ¢, ery 
Senator for days, and in some cases for months, on all the bills which have }, n 
passed by the Senate. Alert objectors from the ablest Senators not on the com. 
mittee have watched its work and the progress of these bills through the Se). 
ate, objecting and discussing whenever they believed there was cause to d., <, 
in the careful and proper discharge of their duty. And if formal headings anq 
phrases common to all bills have been sometimes omitted, and in consequence 
of long delays there have been, when an opportunity finally came, many cases 
rapidly passed when there was no ground for opposition,it was only a con. 
venient d tch of public business, hurtful in no way, usual always, and to be 
commended by any intelligent observer. 

The pension business of the Senate has never been better done than during 
this session. Those members of the committee who have performed the 1)o<{ 
have been as careful as any, and derision of their patient, conscientious, and «x. 
hausting labors to help along these noblest and best portions of God’s poor andj 
the country’s benefactors can originate only in a wise and noble nature w)h)c; 
is misled, or in one that, if informed, sadly needs reconstruction or recreatiy) 

There has been from year to year an accumulation of this work, and both 
Houses of Congress have this session made great exertions to perform that 
which came from their predecessors as well as the increase from more recent 
rejections by the Pension Office, together with new cases arising outside the 
jurisdiction of that institution. Still the President is wrong when he attem)ts 
to stigmatize the industry of this Congress as a reckless and scandalous disregar| 
of public duty and waste of the public treasure, and says that there has already 
been three times as many pension bills passed as atany formersession: but we 
are informed that three hundred and eighty-one such bills were passed in tic 
second session of the Forty-eighth Congress—a short session—nearly two-thirds 
instead of one-third as many as during the present session. Not very impor- 
tant, to be sure, but when a dazed Congress is struggling to preserve a decent 
reputation it may be justified in pointing out an occasional error on the part of 
the accuser. 

The files of papers in these vetoed cases, which are now in possession of your 
committee, contain the letter of the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, under 
date of June 14, 1886, stating that he incloses enrolled bills as follows, enumer- 
ating one hundred and eighteen House bills and eleven Senate bills, and in- 
structing the Commissioner of Pensions as follows: 

** Please cause the same to be critically examined, and report to this Depart- 
ment whether, in your opinion, any objections to their approval are known to 
exist. In cases where objections exist they should be specifically set fort! 

This indicates, of course, unmistakably that the President relies upon thie Com- 
missioner for his facts. 

Any one who knows the prolonged and critical examination required would 
at once discredit eo pete of thorough personal investigation in the large 
number of cases which go to the Executive. It is, of course, impossib!e 

In every, or nearly every, vetoed case Congress, by the action of both Houses, 
has overruled the action of the Commissioner ot Pensions. Thereupon the 
President calls upon the Commissioner, whose physical condition is we! know», 
to sustain the action of his office, and he naturally does so to the best of his 
ability. Itshould not be forgotten that oftentimes the reports of the two Houses 
contain severe and deserved reprimand of the action of the Pension Oflice. 

Why the President should initiate this game of shuttiecock and pe!t a co-or- 
dinate department of the Government with vetoes based upon the review of t\ 
action of Co) by some subordinate of the Commissioner of Pensions isa 
topic which will bear thought, but perhaps may be left without discussion. Whi 
the finding of the two Houses of Congress should be discredited and attributed 
to unworthy motives, indifference, or incapacity, while the reassertion by (le 

nsion clerk that he is right and Congress wrong is accepted as the basis of (a! 
tC ahase numerous vetoes, it is hard to perceive. But all through these velors 
there seems to run the fallacy that the power of Congress to grant pensions is 
limited to what may already be done by the Pension Office under the general 


law. 

It is difficult to write in that rudimentary way upon the nature of pensions 
and the various grounds of compensation, charity, and public policy whic! 's 
necessary in order to remove this impression. It is sufficient to observe that 
the jurisdiction of the ve power of this Government is larger than (hat 
of Commissioner of Pensions, and that sooner or later, although it may cos! 
the country a ——_ and steady effort, this truth will become apparent 

But it should be remembered that in a very Jarge number of these bills passed 
by Congress important original written evidence is filed with the committees 
or presented verbally, as in hearings before other committees upon al) publi: 
questions which come before legislative bodies; and often the applicant is pre~ 
ent with his statement and his pal disabilities. This evidence is nt 
available to the Executive, at least without the asking, and never bas been 1 
possession of the Pension Office. Gonssqoently in nearly every case the (ov- 
gressional statement stands upon stronger than the finding of facts whic! 
the President sets up in disapproval! of the bill. E 

The several pension bills vetoed by the President, with the evidence in eaci 
case, have been re-examined by the member of the committee who submits tis 
report, and it is his belief that in every instance—twenty-three in num)er— 
the veto of Senate bills granting relief to claimants of pension has wrought i" 
justice to them, and that the statement of facts submitted by the Senate com- 
mittee in support of the bills was true upon the evidence, and that statemen's 
of fact in the veto so far as they conflict with findings of Congress. ' 
untrue and wrong. brief notes upon each case as may facilitate further 
examination of the evidence, together with the Senate report and the veto 0! 
the are herewith submitted. ; . 

Further more particular reports in the several cases will be submitted by 
the members of the committee to whom the bills are referred, or in the Senate 
when they are called up for action. 

In the ee oa of Mary J. N in which this general report 
is respectfully itted, there is a reprint of the evidence, that there may '¢ 
a full opportunity for the people to examine and judge for themselves on t¢ 
premises. This case is selected because of the com ive brevity of the tes 
timony, and is by no means one of exceptional merit or hardship. 


No. 1.—Mary J. Norracre, Wipow or Tuomas Nottace. 


The evidence on file in the Pension Office fully corroborates all the allec* 
tions of fact in the of the Senate committee. In addition thereto (i , 
was filed December 15, 1885, the following statement addressed to Hon. II. W. 
Baik, United States Senate: _ 

Nasuva, N. H., December 15, 15°. 


Sir: We most yo men ere earnestly ask your assistance in behalf of M rs 

Mary J. of this city, widow of the late Nottage, sergeant © or" 
pony, F, ew Hampshire Volunteers, whose claim for pension secu* 

hung up fer want of sufficient medical testimony. . am 
We personally knew Thomas Nottage; he was discharged from service 0" * 
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n’s certificate of disability, and his death resulted from the disease contracted 
the Army. 

It is impossible for the widow, on account of decease of the attending physi- 
cians, to procure a complete chain of medical evidence,and for this reason the 
case seems to be laid aside. 

Knowing the claim to be just, and the widow and children worthy and deserv- 
ing, we appeal to you to have the claim taken up and further examined, 

Most respectf 


ully, 
E. J. COPP. 
H. A. MARSH. 
W. H. D. COCHRAN. 
GEORGE F. WILBER. 
DANA W. KING. 
(Indorsed :) General Copp, Captain Marsh, Colonel Cochran, Dr. Wilber, and 
Colonel King are all gentlemen who rendered great service to their country 
during the war and are citizens of Nashua and among the leading citizens of 
the State of New Hampshire. Their statement is filed in the Pension Office 
with the following indorsement: **‘ Request of veteran officers of Nashua, N. 
H., praying for allowance of claim upon their personal knowledge. General 
Copp, r of probate, Colonel King, register of deeds, Captain Marsh, 
late postmaster, Colonel Cochran, prominent citizen. These gentlemen are 
very careful always it\ indorsing claims, and there is no doubt that this case 
should be allowed. 
“Respectfully, 
“H. W. BLAIR.” 


To this statement, the case having already been rejected, the office makes the 
following reply : 





DECEMBER 26, 1885. 
Mapam: Your pension claim, No. 270607, as widow of Thomas Nottage, late 
sergeant Company F, Third New Hampshire Volunteers, was rejected August 
6, 1885, on the und that the soldier’s fatal disease, consumption, was not the 
result of his military service. The letter recently filed, signed by E. J. Copp, H. 
A. Marsh, W. H. D. Cochran, George F. Wilber, and Dana W. King is not sufficient 
to reopen the claim, and the office adheres to its action. This information is 
given at the request of Hon. H. W. Bain, who has made personal inquiry in 

valine. to the a. 
: Ve y: 
a WM. E. McLEAN, 
First Deputy Commissioner. 


The soldier attained the rank of sergeant, was in the service a year, and dis- 
charged for disability. If the evidence is not of the technical form that the of- 
fice has a right to require if it sees fit, there would seem to be no reason why 
the two Houses of Congress might not be indulged in a discretion to allow a 
claim like this, which appears to be substantia! and worthy, basing their action 
upon evidence as formal and reliable as that upon which they act in other im- 
portant } ion, such seeeeeseeatian and tax bills, and others, requiring and 
affecting very largest expenditures. It can not be expected that the great 
mass of testimony in these pension cases should be detailed at length in the re- 
ports of the committee, and it should be remembered that a large majority of the 
acts of the Government, from its foundation down,are unsupported by any formal 
testimony. Witnesses have appeared before committees, verbal and unsworn 
statements are made, leiters are sent in, in fact anything in the nature of evi- 
dence calculated to convince the mind, it has been the universal practice to re- 
ceive and act upon in legislation of the most important character. There is no 
reason why pension legislation should be singled out asan exception to the uni- 
form punaties of Con when such evidence is received in matters of far more 
importance pecuniarily than these pension bills. 

‘e append the report of the committee and the President’s veto, and leave it 
to the le to judge between the President and this soldier's widow and her 
two fatherless children. 


[Senate Report No. 438, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The claimant, Mary J. Nottage, isthe widow of Thomas Nottage, late sergeant 
of Company F, Third New Hampshire Volunteers, No. 270607. She made appli- 
cation at the Pension Office, but it was rejected on the ground that the cause of 
the death of the soldier was not a result of his military service. 

It appears that the soldier enlisted August 15, 1861, and served until discharged- 
ee 17,1862. He died January 8, 1879, and the widow applied June 24, 
1 


The record in the Adjutant-General’s Office states that he was “ discharged for 
disability,” and his certificate of discharge for disability is on file, showing in 
detail his condition at that time. The certificate of his attending physician, 
that he died of “‘ consumption,” is also on file. 

E. P. Emerson, general agent of the New England Life Insurance Company, 

that an examination was made July, 1860, by Dr. James B. Greely, who 
reported that the soldier was of good constitution, and vital organs normal. He 
was insured in their company. 

Dr. Josiah G. Graves testifies that he was soldier's family piven for many 
years before his enlistment; attended him in 1853 for lung fever, and his books 
show he made aan pete visits to him; has no knowledge of any 
other sickness up to the of his enlistment, and his relations were such that 
if he had had any disease or disability he would have known it. So faras affiant 
waren — was sound man when he enlisted, and had been since his i/!- 
ness in 

The evidence of several comrades is on file, showing that he was sick in the 
service with malaria and kidney trouble, and became thin, pale, and weak. 

Several witnesses testify to his condition since that time, as having worked 
with him and seen him constantly, and that he was during the whole time unfit 
for any hard manual labor, and remained so until he died ; that during all those 
years he suffered on ; that he frequently kept about his business, al- 

suffering w remittent fever and general debility ; that he had piles 
and very weak and feeble, and a cough ever after he caine out of 
the service on the slightest exposure to cold. 

Without — evidence, your committee state that they believe 
that it fairl the fact that the soldier died from the results of his 
service. His system seems to have been shattered and never to have recovered ; 
and itseems but fair to presume that the “consumption,” which is stated to 
have been the final stage of his disease, was a legitimate result of the condition 
in which he left the service and afterward continued, If there could be any 
doubt we feel disposed to ag this widow the benefit of it, and therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the b' : 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 175, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill No. 2005, with 
his objections thereto, 


To the Senate: 

Thereby return without approval Senate bill No. 2005, entitled ‘An act grant- 
ing o pensien to Mary J. Hottage.” 
a named in this bill is the widow of Thomas Nottage, who en- 
listed in August, and was for disability September 17, 1862. The 


discharged 
i. of regiment, u his discharge, certified the cause to be 
“Tiosnee or urinary organs,” which had troubled him several years. 
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ing his condition since his discharge, is that of a sir 
that he attended him from the year 1873 tothetime of his deathin 1879. He states 
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He died of consumption January 8, 1879, nearly seventeen years after his dis- 
charge, without ever having made any application for a pension. 
; In 1880 his widow made an application for pension, alleging that he contracted 
in the service “ malarial poisoning, causing remittent fever, piles, general de- 


bility, consumption, and death,”’ and that he left two children, both born after 
his discharge, one in 1866 and the other in 1874 


The only medical testimony which has been broughtto my attention touch- 
physician to the effect 


igri 


that the patient had, during that time, ‘repeated attacks of remittent feverand 
irritability of the bladder with organic deposits:”’ that “in the spring of 1878 
he had spre throat and cough, which resulted in consumption, of which hedied.” 


The claim of the widow ‘was rejected in July, 1885, on the ground that “the 


soldier's death was not the result of his service.” 


I am satisfied that this conclusion of the Pension Bureau was correct 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MAnsion, Washington, June 22, 1886, 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 


gun and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 7th day of Decem- 
ber, 1885.] 

An act granting a pension to Mary J. Nottige. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Nottage, widow 
of Thomas Nottage, late a sergeant of Company F, Third New Hampshire Vol- 


unteers, 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore, 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary. 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSTON, 
Chief Clerk. 
The evidence in this case is very brief compared with that which accumulates 
in most of these rejected cases, and we print the same in full, that there may be 


a ray of light let in upon our pension inquisition. If it were possible to spread 


before the country the full record of the Pension Office in most of these rejected 


applications where Congress passes bills for special relief that institution would 


be destroyed by public indignation forthwith. 
The system of investigation is such and the rules of action and methods of de- 


cision of such a character that the ablest and best efforts of officials must often 


result in the perpetration of grossinjustice. Butan institution which disburses 


$60,000,000 yearly, and which decides everything within itself and without the 
discipline of that popular opinion which keeps our courts and juries compara- 


tively true tothe ends for which they are established, has so far been able to pro- 
tect itself, and to grow little better, if not worse, notwithstanding strong efforts 
which some members of the Senate have been making for years past to send 


these questions of fact to more competent and impartial tribunals. 


DECLARATION AND EVIDENCE ON FILE IN THE PENSION OFFICE IN THIS CASE, 
Widow's pension. 
Claimant, Mary J. Nottage, Nashua, Hillsborough County, N. H. 
Soldier, Thomas Nottage, sergeant Company F, Third New Hampshire Vol- 
unteers. 
Elmer A., born Dec. 12, 1866; Leslie A., born Mar. 8, 1874. 
Recognized attorney: H. B. Atherton, Nashua, Hillsborough Co., N. IT. 
Submitted for rejection, July 27, 1885, D. M. Kerr, examiner. 
Approved for rejection: Cause of soidier’s death not the result of his service, 
which has been legally accepted, July 30, 1885. 
MERIFIELD, 
Medical Reviewer. 


Important dates: Enlisted Aug. 15,1861; discharged Sept. 17, 1862; died Jany. 
8, 1879; declaration, June 24, 1880; invalid application filed, none; former mar- 
riage of soldier, none; claimant's marriage to soldier, June 2, 1853. 

Submitted for rejection on ground that soldier’s death was not due to service, 
fatal disease originating since discharge. 

History of attorneyships.—First appointment May 31,1880, by claimant. Name 
and post-office, H. B. Atherton, Nashua, N. H. 

Allegations of claimant.—Othber children of soldier by former wife, none; other 
children of soldier by claimant, none alleged. 


SUMMARY OF PROOF. 


No former marriage of soldier.—The marriage is shown by declaration. The 
marriage of Thos. Nottage and Mary J. Holt, June 2, 1553, as shown by copy of 
public record. Filed June 24, 1880, 

Dates of birth of children.—Elmer A., Dec. 12, 1866; Leslie A., Mar. 8, 1874, shown 
by copy of public record. Filed June 24, 1880. 

(Stamped :) Rejected Aug. 1, 1885. 

War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, Mch. 12, 1881, 

Respectfully returned to the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Thomas Nottage, jr., Company F, 3rd Regiment N. H. Volunteers, was en- 
rolled on the 15th day of Aug., 1861, at Concord, N. H., and is reported present 
to July and Aug., 1862. Disch’d for disability Sept. 17, 1862. 

Hf. C. CORBIN, 
Assistant Adjutant-General., 
By D. MOMUS. 
Filed Mar. 15, 1881. 


[Army of the United States. Certificate of disability for discharge.] 
Sergeant Thomas Nottage, jr.,of Captain James F. Rundlett’s Company (F), of 
the 3d New Hampshire Regiment of United States Infantry Vols., was enlisted 
by Capt. James IF. Rundlett, of the 3d N. H. Regiment of Infantry Vols., at 
Nashua, New Hampshire, on the thirtieth day of July, 1861, to serve 3 years; he 
was born in Quincy, in the State of Massachusetts; is thirty-one years of age, 
five feet ten inches high, dark complexion, black eyes, black hair, and by oceu- 
pation when enlisted a bootmaker. During the last two months said soldier 
has been unfit for duty 30 days. Sergeant Thomas Nottage, jr., has been sick 
much of the time since enlistment with gravel complaint. Although always 
willing, his services are ever uncertain. 
Station: Hilton Head,8. C. 
Date: Sept. 11th, 1862. 
JAMES F. RUNDLETT, 
Capt. 3d N. H. Vols., Commanding Company. 


_ I certify that I have carefully examined the said Sergeant Thomas Nottage, 
jr.,of Captain Rundlett’s company, and find him incapable of pexforming the 
duties of a soldier, because of lithier renalis arenosa, which has troubled him 
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several years, and now increasing. He has i stones several times since in 
service,and been under treatment. A few days since 2 passed as latge as small 
sized peas, attended with the usual symptoms. 

BENJ. F. EATON, 


Asst and Acting Surgeon, 3d N. H. V. 
Discharged this seventeenth day of September, 1862,at Hilton Head, 8. C. 
HENRY R. GUSS, 
Col. 97 Reg., Pv., Commanding the Post. 


Filed Oct. 17, 1862, 

Approved. 

JOHN I. CRAVEN, 
Serg. U. 8. Vols. 


H. G. STICKNEY, 
Serg. 3d R., I Co., Recorder. 


Headquarters Dep't of the South, Hilton Head, Port Royal, 8. C., September 
16, 1862. 


‘To be discharged.”’ 
By command of Major-Gen’l, O. M. Mitchel. 


President Examining Board. 


W. P. PRENTICE, 


Asst Adj't-Gen'l. 
Dupl. for Pens. Office. 


A. G. Office, Oct. 6, "64. 
GEO. ALLEN, Jr., 
For A. Gen’l. 


(Stamped :) Department of the Interior, Oct. 17,1862. Pension Office, 


Declaration of a widow for pension or for increase of pension. 
STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, 
County of Hillsborough, ss: 


On this 28th day of May, A.D. 1880, personally appeared before me, clerk of 
the supreme court,a court of record within and for the county and State afore- 
said, Mary J. Nottage,aged 44 years, who, being duly sworn according to law, 
makes the following declaration in order to obtain the pension provided by acts 
of Congress granting peusion to widow: That she isthe widow of Thomas Not- 
tage, jr., who enlisted under the name of Thomas Nottage, jr.,at Nashua, N. H., 
on the 30th day of July, A. D.1861,in Company F, Third Regiment } ew Hamp- 
shire Volunteers,in the war of rebellion (1861), who contracted malarial poi- 
soning, causing remittent fever, piles, general debility, consumption, aiid death. 
That he was discharged at Hilton Head,8.C., September 17, 1862,by reason of 
surgeon certificate of disability,and he died on the 8th day of January, A.D. 
1879, who bore at the time of his service the rank of sergeant in the service afore- 
said. 

That she was married under the name of Mary J. Holt to said Thomas Not- 
tage, jr., on the 2d day of June, A. D. 1853, by Rev. Mr. Dennis, at Lowell, Mass. 
there being no legal barrier to such marriage; that neither she nor husband had 
been previously married; that she has to the present date remained his widow; 
that the following are the namesand dates of birth of all his legitimate children 
yet surviving who were under sixteen years of age at the father’s death, to wit: 
Elmer A., of soldier by claimant, born December 12, 1866; Leslie A., of soldier by 
claimant, born March 8, 1874. That she has not abandoned the support of any 
one of her children, but that they are still under her care or maintenance; that 
she has not in any manner been engaged in, or aided or abetted, the rebellion 
in the United States; that no prior application has been filed; that she hereby 
appoints, with full power of substitution and revocation, Henry B. Athertén, of 
Nashua, N. H., her attorney, to prosecute her claim; that her residence is No. 28 
Cross street, and her post-office address is Nashua, N. H., box 1221. 


MARY J. NOTTAGE, 
EK. M. BowMAN. 
Tmomas FLoop. 


Also personally appeared E. M. Bowman, residing in Nashua, N. H., and 
Thomas Flood, residing in Nashua, N. H., persons whom I certify to be respect- 
able and entitled to credit, and who, being by me duly sworn, say that they were 
pa ntand saw the claimantsign her nametothe fo: ing declaration ; that they 

1ave every reason to believe from the appearance of said claimant and their ac- 
quaintance with her that she is the identical person she represents herself to be; 
and that they have no interest in the prosecution of this 


E, M. BOWMAN, 
THOMAS FLOOD. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 3lst day of May, A. D. 1880, and 1 hereby 
certify that the contents of the above declaration, &c., were fully made known 
and explained to the applicant and witnesses before swearing ; and that I have 
no interest, direct or indirect, in the prosecution of this claim. 
{u.8.] G. A. RAMSDELL, 
Clerk Supreme Court, 
(Stamped :) Department of the Interior, Pension Office, June 24, 1880. 


Questions to a physician approved by the company or ils agent. 
I. How long and how intimately have you been acquainted with the person 
whose life is proposed in the foregoing application? 
Answer. Fifteen years. 
Il. Do you consider the person to be of good constitution? 
Answer. Yes. 


Ill, Does the person now enjoy good health in every respect? 
Answer. Yes, 
IV. Please state the temperament, usual rate of pulse per minute, and the 


condition of the lungs, heart, and other vital organs of the proposed life from a 
personal examination. 


Answer. Pulse, 78; nervous-bilious temperament; vital organs, nominal. 
we How often to your knowledge, and of what diseases has he or she been 
sick? 

Answer. I have never known him to be seriously ill. 

VI. What are his or her habits as affecting health and the chances of life? 

Answer. Habits good. 

VIL. Please to state what you know of the constitution, diseases, and state of 
health, present or past, of the Epogeeen life or of his or her parents unfavorable 
to his or her chances of —s ife? 

Answer. Parents both living, three brothers and three sisters living, two died 
in infancy, one sister died aged 17 years of female troubles. 

VIII. Is .4e life as good a one for insurance as the average of persons of the 


same age of good constitution, in good health, or better, or not so good, and in 
what degree ; 


Answer. As good as the average. 


: aa. Saawe you any interest or do you propose to have any in the policy if 
ssued ? 


Answer. No. 


JAMES B. GREELY, M. D. 
Nasnva, N. H., July 2ist, 1860. 


I, Edward P. Emerson, on oath depose and that I reside in Nashua, N. 
and am the general agent for New Haepeniee andl Verment of the New 
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Mutual Life Insurance Company, of Boston, Mass., and I have access to the reo. 
ords of said company, and the foregoing is a correct copy from said records o¢ 
the examination of Thomas aes, jr., for life insurance in said compa: y. 
and said Nottage was insured in said company, and the said Thomas Nottage. |; 
was well known to me for twenty-five years or more, and was the identicaj 
Thomas Nottage, jr., who was a sergeant in Co. ““F”’ of the3d Regt. N. H. Vo). 
and who died in said Nashua some time in the month of January, 1879, and | 
have no interest whatever in the claim of his widow for a pension; that I })ay; 
no hesitation in saying said Nottage was sound and free from disease a ; 
time of enlistment, and that from and after his discharge from the sery uf 
said up to the time of his death he was sick and ill from exposure, haris)}, 
and disease contracted in said service, and that he finally died in consequey 
thereof. 
E. P, EMERSON 
JANUARY 7, 183) 
STATE or New HaAMPsHiRe, 
Hillsborough, ss : 
Personally appeared Hon. Edward P. Emerson, well-known to me as a cre:jj 
ble witness and one of the most ; espected citizens of Nashua, N. H., and made 
oath to the foregoing affidavit by him subscribed before me, and I have no inter- 
est in said claim. 
(SEAL.] E. J. COPP 
Register of Pr: 
(Stamped :) Department of the Interior, Pension Office, June 24, 1880. 


I, Josiah G. Graves, M. D., on oath depose and say that I have practiced 
icin’ in Nashua, N. H., for in fact forty years and more, and that I was we}! a¢. 
quainted with Thomas Nottage, jr., of said Nashua, late a sergeant in Company 
F, of the Third Regiment of New Hampshire Volunteers, and whose widow, 
Mary J. Nottage, is an applicant for a widow’s pension. That I was the family 
physician of said Thomas for many years up to his enlistment in 1861, and of his 
soe before him, and that I attended said Thomas Nottage, jr., in March. 1853. 
for lung fever, and my books show that I made fourteen professional visits to 
him. I have no knowledge of his having any sickness before or after that timo 
up to the time of his enlistment, and my acquaintance and relations with him 
were such that if he had had any disease or disability prior to his enlistment | 
believe I should have known of it. That so far as I know he was a sound ma 
when he enlisted, and had been such since his illness aforesaid, in March, 1553 
I have no interest whatever in the claim of his widow for a pension. 

JOSIAH G. GRAVES, M. D 


ed. 


Srate or New Hampshire, 
Hilisborough, ss: 

February, 1880, personally appeared Josiah G. Graves, M. D., to me wel! 
known as a credible witness, and a leading puysician and surgeon for many 
years in this vicinity, and made oath to the foregoing affidavit by him 
scribed before me, and I have no interest in said claim. 

[sEaL.] E. J. COPP, 

Register of Probat 

(Stamped :) Depurtment of the Interior, Pension Office, June 24, 1880. 

I, Elbridge J. Copp, of Nashua, in the county of Hillsborough and State of 
New Hampshire, on oath depose and say I was adjutant of the 3d N. HH. Vols 
that I was well acquainted with Thomas Nottage, sergeant in Co. F. of said reg- 
iment; that I have a distinct recollection of the serious sickness and intense 
suffering of said Nottage during the summer of 1862, while the regiment was 
stationed at Hilton Head, 8. C., the disease being chiefly from malaria and kid- 
ney trouble, and resulting in his d from the service for disability: that 
I was well acquainted with said Nottage at the time of enlistment, and for some 
years before, and know he was an able-bodied, healthy man; that I met him 
frequently since 1864, living most of the time in the same city, and that he was 
out of health, ually growing worse to the time of his death. I have no in- 
terest in this claim. 

Personally appeared before me this 4th day of June, 1883, and subscribed and 
made oath to the foregoing affidavit. I have no interest in the claim. 

DANA W. KING, 
Justice of the Peace. 


sub- 


STate oF New HAmPruree, 
Hisborough, ss: 
I, E. J. Copp, register of the probate court in and for said county, hereby cer- 
tify that, at the date of the attestation hereunto annexed, Dana W. King wasa 
justice of the peace in and for said county, in said State, duly commissioned 
and constituted, and that to his acts and attestations as such, full faith and credit 
are, and ought to be, given in and out of court, and I believe said signature to 


be genuine. I also certify that said court is a court of record. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
court this 4th day of June, A. D. 1883. 

[smAL.] E. J. COPP, Register 

(Stamped :) U. S. Pension Office, Feb. 7, 1834. 


Srats or New HAmMpsHree, 
County of Hillsborough, ss: 


In the matter of the claim for widow's pension of Mary J. Nottage, widow o/ 


Thomas Noitage, late of Company F, Third Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteers. 


Personally came before me, a justice of the peace in and for aforesaid county 
and State, Alfred P. Hayden, aged 42 years, and Norman E. Cobb, aged 47 years, 
residents of Nashua, in the county of Hillsborough, State of New Hampshire, 
who, being duly sworn, declare in relation to aforesaid case as follows: _ 

That they were members of said company (said Hayden, sergeant, said Cob, 
private); t they well knew said Nottage ; that he wasin good health, robust, 
and strong, and he remained in good health until the summer of 1862; that in 
the summer of 1862, while on Hilton Head Island, doing picket duty, when 
came his turn to go on duty from Stony Plantation, where the company wss.\0 
White House Landi he was unable to go, which was the first we noticed of 
his being sick. Hedid some light duty after. The mental hospital was with 
us in the Stony Plantation mansion. He was in said hospita!. He had 
swamp fever, the result of malaria, and before the summer was out suffered ver) 
much from irritation of a oy bladder. Hegrew thin and pale, and weak 

worse so he suffered the most intense pain. His coun 

tenance became yellow, as though he had the jaundice. It was understood hat 

he could not live but a short time unless sent away ; so that in the fall of |’ - 
was d on account of his said disability. To our knowledge be pass 
vel, w was attended with much suffering. The surgeon of the res — 

oulton, was away north, sick. Assistant Surges Eaton attended said No” 
tage, and said B. F. Eaton is, we are informed, dead. We saw but little of sai 

Not after our return from the Army. i 

We declare that we have no interest in said case, and are not concer’ 
in its prosecution, and are not related to said claimant. * 

4 Affiant’s a ALFRED P. HAYDEN, 
. O. Address: Nashua, N. H., Box *. 

Affiant's So NORMAN E. COBB, 
. O. Address: Nashua, N.H., Box 59°. 














1886. 





Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiants; and 
I certify that I read said affida~it to said affiants, and acquainted them with its 
contents before they executed the same; that said afliants are personally known 
to me; that they are credible persons and so reputed in the community in 
which they reside. I further certify that the word Buzzel was erased, and the 
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him are that he was sick a great deal and unable to work steadily; that he was 
absent from the shops and confined to his house very often days at a time, on 
account of sickness from diseases which I understood at the time he had cen- 
tracted while in service in the Army in 1861 and 1862. 


My post-office address is 60 Princeton street, East Boston, Mass 


word Moulton was added before execution, and that I have no interest, direct | _ I further declare that I have no interest in said case, and am not concerned in 
or indirect, in the prosecution of this claim. its prosecution. 
Witness my hand and seal this 27th day of October, 1883. Attest : 


JAMES A. LEACH, 


WM. 8S. WILLIAMS, 


ae : ‘iP Justice of the Peace. Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named aftiant, and 
Certificate of authority of J. P.on file. — I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, and acquainted him with its 
(Stamped:) U.S. Pension Office, February 7, 1881. contents before he executetl the same. I further certify that Lam in no wise in 


Fort Ciark, Tex., July 30,1884. 
To the Hon. Commissioner OF Pensions, Washington, D.C.: 


Simm: The widow of the late Thomas Nottage, of Nashua, N. H., having applied 
to me for testimony with regard to her husband's service, to be used in support 
of her claim to be placed upon the pension list, I hereby certify that at time of 
enlistment of said Thomas Nottage in the Third Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteers he was well known to me and believed to be in sound physical con- 
dition, and known to have passed all the examinations required of him prepar- 
atory to his “muster into service.” 

He was enrolled in Company “ F,” of the 3d N. H. Vols. Iwas captain of said 
company; Nottage became a sergeant, and was discharged as such on surgeon’s 
certificate of disability at Hilton Head,S.C., about the 20th of September, 1862. 

I know by personal knowledge that the said Thomas Nottage was broken down 
with faithful service, and that he was not discharged until it was evident to all 
that it was necessary to save his life. 

I further certify that I met thesaid Thomas Nottage several times after the war 
at his home at Nashua, N. H., and always found him suffering from the effects 
of his service, and advised him to apply for the pension I believed him entitled 
to receive from the Government. 

From the facts known to me, I believe that his death was hastensd from effects 
of disease contracted during the war, and that his widow's claim is entitled to 
all consideration provided for like cases. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 























JAMES L. RANDLETT, 
Captain 8th Cavalry, late Lieut. Col. 3d N. H. Vols. 


(Stamped:) U.S. Pension Office, August 19, 1884, B. 


I, Jonathan H. Nottage,on oath depose and say that I reside in East Boston, 
,and am employed in the iron works at the United States navy-yard at 
wh, ,and have been soemployed about two years, and that prior 
thereto I was assistant foreman, having charge of one room, for eight or nine 
years in said East Boston,of the Atlantic Works,and worked at the Hoosac 
Tunnel and in Nevada, and that Iam a brother of Thomas Nottage, jr., late of 
Nashua, N. H., and a sergeant in Co. “F,” of the 3d Reg’t N. H. Vols., who died 
January 8, 1879, and whose widow, Mary J. Nottage, is an applicant for a widow’s 
pension. That said Thomas Nottage,jr., incurred m poisoning in said 
service, and was meas in consequence; that when he came home in fall 
of 1862 he was very emaciated, weak, and ill; at that time he looked as if he 
could not livea month. He was a shoemaker by trade, but during that year 
did not fin sufficiently to work at his trade. He was suffering with remittent 
fever. In the latter part of 1863 or first of 1864 Isecured him a place in my room 
in the Atlantic Works, where no hard work was uired, he not being obliged 
to lifta pound, but had charge of a machine where judgment and skill were re- 
quired more than any bodily exertion. 

This was done with a full understanding of hiscase by the foreman. Here 
he worked with me in my room until about 1871, and during the whole time 
I favored him about his work so that he had no hard manual labor to perform, 
and this was because during the whole of said time he was unfit for any hard 
manual labor, and remained so until he died, on account of his disabilities con- 
tracted in the service aforesaid; and after he left East Boston he went to Fitch- 
burg, Mass., and for a few months worked for the Fitchburg Machine Com- 

y, at work similar to what he had done under me in the Atlantic Works. 

‘ollowing that work at East Boston he came to meat the Hoosac Tunnel, where 
I was master mechanic in charge of the machines of the eastern division; here I 
gave him light employment fora year or more, such as he could do, which en- 
abled him to live without charity. His mechanical skill stood in place of mus- 
cular exertion, of which he wasincapable His family had their home at Nashua, 
N.H., where also his mother resides. His work at Fitchburg was of short du- 
ration, and was after he left the Hoosac Tunnel. From 1873 or thereabouts he 
worked in the repair shop of the Jackson Company about five years as he was 
able, but lost a great deal of time, and finally became unable to work, and, grow- 
ing worse, died January 8, 1879, at said Nashua. During the last year he worked 
for the Jackson Company he lost nearly half the time. 

oa all the years that he was employed he suffered a t deal, and fre- 
quently ~ about his business while he was suffering with remittent fever 
and general debility. He had piles and became very weak and feeble, and had 
a cough ever after he came out of the Army on the slightest exposure to cold. 

I have no interest in said claim of a pecuniary nature, and only as indicated 
by my connection by marriage with the claimant, she being my said brother's 


ow. 
JONATHAN H. NOTTAGE. 
CoMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
Suffolk, ss: 
This 7th June, 1830, mally appeared Jonathan H. Nottage, to m ll 
as a credible Snes respectable, and made oath to the Gooumping 
affidavit by him subscribed before me, and I have no interest in said claim and 
am not concerned in its prosecution. 
(sea. ] WILLARD 8. ALLEN, 
Justice of the Peace and Clerk of the Municipal Court of the 
East Boston District in the City of Boston. 
(Stamped :) Department of the Interior, Pension Office, June 24, 1380, 


STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, > = 
County of Suffoik, ss: 


Jn the matter of Mary J. Nottage, widow of Thomas Nottage, claimant, for 
original Regiment, New 


late sergeant, Company F, Third 


came before me, a notary public in and for aforesaid county and 
Will n, county of Suffolk, State of Mas- 


ployed, and for about two years during that time he 
and I saw him daily. My recollections of 


terested in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution 

Witness my hand this 24th day of May, 1883. 

(SEAL. } ANDREW P. FISHER 

Ning 

I, Willard S. Allen, clerk of the municipal court of East Boston dist: \ 
and for aforesaid county, State, do certify that Andrew P. Fisher, esq., w ath 
signed his name to foregoing affidavit, was atthe time of sodoing a notary p 
lic in and for said county and State, duly commissioned and sworn, that a 
official acts are entitled to faith and credit, and that his signature thereunto is 
genuine. 

Witness my hand and seal of office this 25th day of May, 1883. 

[u. 8.] WILLARD 8. ALLEN 

Clerk of the Municipal Court of the East Boston District. 


(Stamped:) U. S. Pension Office, February 7, 1884 
General affidavit 
STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
County of Suffolk, ss: 


In the matter of Mary J. Nottage, widow of Thomas Nottage, claimant for orig- 
inal pension No. 270607, late sergeant Co. F, 3d Reg. New Hamp. Vo) 
Personally came before me,a notary public in and for aforesaid county and 
State, J. N. Lothrop, a citizen of Boston, county of Suffolk, State of Massachusetts, 
weil known to me to be reputable and entitied to credit,and who, being duly 


sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 

I was personally acquainted with the said Thomas Nottage 

He was employed by me at the Atlantic Iron Works, in East Boston, after his 
discharge from the Army. He came to learn the machinist’s trade,but on a« 
count of sickness was unable to work full time. He was here a part of the years 
1864, 1865, and 1866, and was troubled more or less of the time with disease, which 
I understood was contracted by him while in the Army in 1861 and 1862 

My P.O. address is East Boston, Mass. 

I further declare that I have no interest in said case, and am not concerned in 
its prosecution. 

Attest: 

J. N. LOTHROP. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, and acquainted him with its 
contents before he executed thesame. I furthercertify that Iam in no wise in- 
terested in said case, noram I concerned in its prosecution. 

Witness my hand this twenty-fourth day of May, 1883. 

(SEAL. ]} ANDREW C. FISHER, 

Notary Public. 
Proof of authority on file in this case. 
(Stamped :) Pension Office, February 8, 1884. 


This is to certify that Thomas Nottage was under my professional care from 
July, 1873, till the date of his death, Jan. 8, 1879. 

That during the years '73, ’4,’5, and 6 he suffered from repeated attacks of 
remittent fever, occasioned by malarial poisoning. Also from irritability of 
bladder with inorganic deposits. 

That in '77 (autumn) he had an ischio-vectal abscess, which culminated in anal 
fistule, which never healed. That in the spring of '78 he had sore throat and 
cough, which gradually increased, phthisis pulmonalisregulting. I have no in- 
terest in said claim, and reside in Nashua, N. H. 

E. F. McQUESTEN, M. D. 
Stare oF New HAmPpsHIReE, 
Hillsborough, ss: 


This, 28th May, 1880, personally appeared E. F. McQuesten, M. D., io me well 
known as a credible witness and of good standing in his profession, and made 
oath to the foregoing affidavit by him subscribed before me, and I have no in- 
terest. 

[SEAL] G. A. RAMSDELL, Clerk. 

(Stamped :) Department of the Interior, Pension Office, June 24, 1830. 


I, Eugene F. McQuesten, physician, practicing in Nashua, N. H., furtler de- 
pose and say in the claim of Mary J. Nottage, that her husband, Thomas Nottage, 
late of Co. “ F,” 3rd N. H. Vol., died of phthisis pulmonalis, causes of which 
were set forth in my former affidavit; that I attended said Thos. Nottage in his 
last sickness, and his death occurred Jan. 8, 1879. 

EUGENE F. McQUESTEN, 
STATE oF New HAmMPsHIRE, 
Hillsborough, ss: 


June 29,1885, personally appeared the above-named Eugene F. McQuesten, 
whom I certify to be a physicianin good standing, and made oath that the above 
affidavit by him subscribed istrue. Before me. 

[SEAL.] G. A. RAMSDELL, Clerk 


Record of deaths. 


STATE OF NEw HAMPSHIRE, 
County of Hillsborough, City of Nashua: 


Thomas Nottage; age, 47; male; white; married; a machinist. Born in 
Nashua. Died in Nashua, January eighth, eighteen hundred and seventy- 
nine. Cause of death copsumption. Attending physician, 

E. F. McQUESTEN, M. D. 


I certify that the above is a true copy of the record, with the exception of the 
date, which is expressed on the record, in fair legible figures, as follows: Jan. 8, 
1872 

[SEAL] E. M. BOWMAN. 


I, E. M. Bowman, above named, depose and say,that I hold the office of city 
clerk in the city, county, and State aforesaid,and that the above is a true copy 
from the records of said city of Nashua, with the exception above named, as cer- 
tified by me, 

E. M. BOWMAN, 
City Clerk. 
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Subscribed and duly sworn to, before me, this sixteenth day of June, A. D. 1885. 
I have no interest in this case. " 
(sHAI JAMES H. HUNT, 
' Justice of the Peace. 


BraTe oF New HAMPSHIRE 
Hillsborough, ss: 


I, George A. Ramsdell, clerk of the supreme court within and for said county, 
hereby certify that James H. Hunt, esquire, at the date of the attestation hereto 
annexed, was a justice of the peace in and for the county aforesaid, duly com- 
missioned and sworn,and duly authorized to administer oaths and take ac- 
knowledgments of deeds, etc.; that his signature is, in my belief, genuine. 

In testimony whereof I have hereuntoset my hand and affixed the seal of said 
court, this 20th day of June, A. D. 1885. 


[SEAT G. A. RAMSDELL, Clerk. 
Filed July 3, 1885. 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
City of Lowell, June 1, 1880. 

I, Samuel A. McPhetres, hereby certify that it appears by the record of mar- 
riages in said Lowell that a marriage was solemnized in said Lowell between 
Thomas Nottage and Mary Jane Holt, on the second day of June, in the year 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three. 

The record is in the following words and figures, to wit: 

Date of marriage, June 2, 1853; name and surname of groom, Thomas Nottage; 
name and surname of bride, Mary Jane Holt; by whom married, J. 8. Dennis, 
clergyman, Lowell. 

I, Samuel A. McPhetres, above named, depose and say, that I hold the office 
of city clerk, of the city of Lowell, in the county of Middlesex, and Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts; that the records of births, marriages, and deaths in 
said city are in my custody, and thatthe above is a true extract from the records 
of marriages in said city, as certified by me. 

Witness my hand and seal of the said city of Lowell, on the day and year first 
above written, 

[SEAL] SAMUEL A. McPHETRES, 

City Clerk. 


Orrict or Tux Crry Reorsrrar, Crry HALL, 
Boston, June 5, 1880. 

IT, the subscriber, do hereby certify, that it appears by the registry of births of 
said Boston, that Elmer Alphonso Nottage was born in Boston December the 
twelfth, one thousand eight hundred and sixty-six. 

The record is in the words and figures following, viz: 

Date of birth, Dec, 12th, 1866; name of child, Elmer Alphonso Nottage ; name of 
parents, Thomas and Mary J. 

N. A. APOLLONIO. 


City Registrar. 


I, Nicholas A Apollonio, above named, depose and say, that I hold the office of 
city registrar of the city of Boston, in the county of Suffolk, and Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts ; that I am the keeper of the registry of births, marriages, and 
deaths in said city,and that the above is atrue extract from the records of 
births in said city, as certified by me. 

N. A. APOLLONIO, 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
Suffolk, ss: 
Bostox, June 5th, 1880. 
The above-named N. A. Apollonio appeared and made oath to the truth of 
the above certificate by him subscribed. 
Before me, 
FRANKLIN D. RIDEOUT, 
Justice of the Peace. 
Srate or New HAMPsHIRe, 
Oounty of Hillsborough, City of Nashua: 
CERTIFICATE OF BIRTH. 


Nashua, March eighth, eighteen hundred and seventy-four. Name: Leslie 
A. Nottage; male; white; living; name of father, Thomas Nottage; name of 
mother, Mary J. Nottdge: birthplace of father, Quincy, Mass.; birthplace of 
mother, Wilton,N.H. Returned by E. F. McQuesten, physician. 

1 certify that the above is a true copy of the record, with the exception of the 
date, which is expressed on the record, in fair legible figures, as follows: 
** March 8, 1874.” 

I, E.M. Bowman, above named, de and say, that I hold the office of city 
clerk in the city, county, and State aforesaid, and that the above is a true copy 
from the records of said city of Nashua, with the exception above named, as 


certified by me. 
E. M. BOWMAN, 
City Clerk. 
Subscribed and duly sworn to, before me, this 28th day of May, A.D.1880. I 
have no interest in this case. 
(seaL.] CHAS. F. TOLLES, 


Justice of the Peace. 
(Stamped :) Pension Office, June 2, 1830. 


Nasuva, N. H., June 6, 1885. 
Hon. J. C. BLAck : 

Dear Sir: In the claim of Mary J. Nottage, widow of Thomas Nottage, jr. 
late Company F, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, No. 270607, will 
= ~ so kind as to inform me what further evidence is required to complete 

e claim? 

Very respectfully, 
Il. B. ATHERTON. 

(Stamped): U. 8. Pension Office, June 8, 1885. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 3, 1885. 
Mapam: In your claim Srpention, No, 270607, as widow of Thomas Nottage, 
late of Company F, Third New Hamshire Volunteers, the date and cause of 
soldier's death should be shown by a verified <7 of the public record, and by 
the affidavit of the pl-ysician who attended him in his last illness, 
Return this letter with the evidence. 
Very respectfully, 
JOHN C. BLACK, 
Commissioner 


i. 
Mrs, Mary J. Norraae, 


Nashua, N. H. 
(Stamped): U.S. Pension Office, July 3, 1885. 


JULY 31, 


Nasuva, N. H., May 25, 1885. 
General J. C. BLacx, 
Commissioner of Pensions, Washington, D. C.: 

Sim: Will you please advise me personally in regard to my claim for widows) 
pension No. 2706007, which has been pending for a long time. 

It was filed with evidence several years ago by Capt. H. B. Atherton, a lawyer 
of this city. 

In the winter of 1882, upon the request of Hon. James F. Briggs, M.C., it was 
taken up,and new evidence called for, which was given; since then I have 
heard nothing from it. 

Capt. James F. Randlett, Eighth Cavalry, U.S. A., with whom my late hushand 
Thomas Nottage, enlisted in the Third New Hampshire Volunteers in 16), j, 
familiar with the case,and I think he has written about it, and still I can hear 
nothing,and being almost discouraged and really in need of the relief it w))| 
bring to meand my family, I now appeal to you, asking that something be done 
to —- its an 

am, res) ully 
aren faaes MARY J. NOTTAGE, 
Widow of late Thomas Notiage, Sergt. Co. F,3 N. H. y. 
(Stamped :) U.S. Pension Office, May 27, 1885. 


U. 8. Pension Orrice, January 4, 1885. 

Mapam: Your pension claim, No. 270607,as widow of Thomas Nottage. late g 
member of Co. F, 3d N. H. Vols., was rejected July 30, 1885, on the ground that the 
soldier's fatal disease, consumption, was not contracted in, nor was it in any 
way a result of, his military service. 

It appears from the records of the War Department that he was never fit for 
military duty,and was discharged for a disease that had existed several! years 
before his enlistment. It further appears that he had an attack of lung fever in 
March, 1853, and that the final attack that proved fatal occurred in the spring of 
1878. There appears to be no reason why the claim should be reopened or fur- 
ther considered. 

The information is given at the request of Hon. H. W. Buarr, who has made 
personal inquiry relative to the claim. 

Mrs. Mary J. NorraGe, 

Nashua, N. IT. 


—— 


Fast Div. will bring papers to desk, with examiner, for Senator Bian, wh is 


waiting. 
McLEAN, D.C. 
(Stamped :) First Deputy Commissioner, Jan. 4, 1886. U.S. Pension Office. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICr, 
Washington, D. C., June 26, 1886, 
Hon. Jouw I. MrircHe.y, 
Chairman Senate Commitiee on Invalid Pensions: 


Sir: In weeepianee with your request, I have the honor to herewith transmit 
the papers in the pension case of Mary J. Nottage, as widow of Thomas Nottage, 
late of Co. “ F,” 3d N. H. Vols. (No. 270607). 

This claim was rejected August 6, 1885, on the ground that the soldier's death, 
of consumption, in 1879, was not the result of any disability that had its origin 
in the rene and _ of duty. 

ery respectfully, 
JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 


The examiner imperfectly briefs this for action as follows: 
BEFORE SERVICE. 


E. P. Emerson, Nashua, N. H.—General agent New Eng. Life Insurance Co.: 
records show that an examination of soldier was made July, 1860, by Dr. Jas. i 
Greely, who reported that soldier was of good constitution, and vital organi 
normal, (He was insured in their com y.) (Filed June 24, 1880.) 

Dr. Josiah G, Graves.—W as soldier’s ily physician for many years before 
his enlistment. Attended soldier in March, 1853, for lung fever, and his books 
show that he made fourteen professional visits to him. Has no knowledge of 
any other sickness up to the time of his enlistment, and his relations were such 
that if he had any d or disability he would have known of it. So far as 
affiant knows he was a sound man when he enlisted, and had been since his 
illness in 1853. (Filed June 24, 1880.) . 


f DURING SERVICE. 


J. Clapp, Nashua, N. H.—Adjutant 3 N. H. Vols.; well acquainted with 
soldier; hasa distinct recollection of soldier's serious sickness and intense suf- 
ferin during the summer of 1862, while the regiment was stationed at Hilton 
Head, 8. C., the disease being chiefly malaria and kidney trouble, and resu!ting 
in his discharge for disability. (Filed February 7, 1884.) 

Alfred P. Hayden, comrade; Norman E, Cobb, rade.—Soldier was in good 
health until the summer of 1862, when he became unable to go on picket duty. 
This at Hilton Head, 8, C. He was treated in reg. hosp. He had swamp fever, 
the result of malaria, and before the summer was out suffered very much from 
irritation of kidneys and bladder. He grew thin, e, and weak, and kept 

wing worse. His countenance became yellow as though he had the jaundice. 

e was a ee on account of his disability. To affiant’s knowledge he 
passed gravel, which was attended with much suffering. (Filed Feb’y 7, |s% 


SINCE SERVICE. 


Jonathan H. Nottage, E. Mass.—Soldier’s brother. Soldier incurred 
malarial in service was di in consequence. When he 
» weak, and ill, and looked 
as ering from remittent fever. Soldier 
worked with affiant until 1871,and during the whole time affiant favored him, 
being unfit for any hard manual labor, and remained so until he died. lie 
finally became unable to work, ous grows worse died Jan’y 8, 1879. During 
all these years he suffered a great ; ond Geguanth ym about his business, 
although suffering with remittent fever and General debility. He had piles, 
weak and feeble, and had a cough ever after he came out of 

ightest exposure to cold. (Filed June 24, 1830.) 

William 8. Williams, Boston, Mass.—In 1864, 65, and 66 was employed at the 
same place with soldier. Affiant’s recollections of him are that he was sick 4 
great deal, and unable to work steadily; that he was absent from the shop and 
confined to his house often days ata time on account of sickness from 
diseases which affiant u had been contracted in the service. (Filed 


7, 1881.) 
let . Da the ft ey from July, 
8, 1879. "75, an "76 se sul 
fered from repeated attacks of remittent 5 Cemnioaen i y malarial poison- 
: os eee with organic deposits, In 1877 (autumn) 
which culminated in anal fistula, which never 
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healed. In the spring of ’78 he had sore throat and cough, which gradually in- 
creased, phthisis pulmonalis resulting. (Filed June 24, 1880.) 
Same afiant.—Soldier died of phthisis pulmonalis Jan’y 8, 1879. (Filed July 3, 


a Record, Nashua, N. H.—Soldier died at Nashua, N. H., Jan’y 8, 1879, of 
consumption, aged 47, (Filed July 3,’85.) 





No. 2.—Taomas 8S, Hopxrys. 


There appears to be no dispute as to the facts in thiscase. The applicant was 
entitled to arrears of pension had he applied prior to the Ist day of July 1880. 
At tuat time and for some time previous thereto he was incapacitated by mental 
and physical disabilities, and thereby prevented from making application within 
the limitation fixed by law. As soon asthe incapacity was removed he applied 
for a pension, and his application was allowed. : ; 

The question is, whether the Government should treat the soldier with that 
degree of liberality which has characterized the common law for centuries in 
the case of lunatics and minors, and others under like circumstances, to whom 
their legal rights are restored whenever the infirmity or disability under which 
they have suffered shal! have been removed. 

Relief by act has heretofore been extended in the Forty-sixth, Forty- 
seventh, and Forty-eighth Congresses in cases involving the same principle, and 
a bill for the relief of Mr. Hopkins passed the House in the first session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress. : 

In regard to the rating for and the amount of arrears granted by the bill as 
it reached the President, it is proper to observe that he is wholly wrong in esti- 
mating the amount as though the bill gave for the whole time since his dis- 
charge at the same high rate which he now receives. On the contrary, the bill 
provides expressly for such rating by the Commissioner as he would have made 
upon the evidence had the claim been filed seasonably before him. Evidence 
upon that point he must take, and the result would have been not more than 
one-fourth or one-third the amount which by its magnitude seems to have stim- 
ulated the veto in this case. 


[Senate Report No. 279, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 


Thomas 8S. Hopkins, late a private in Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Maine 
Volunteers, seeks relief from the limitations of the arrears-of-pensions act of 
March 3, 1879, on the ground that from a time some months prior to the passage 
of said act down to a period subsequent to the 30th of June, 1880, he was pre- 
vented, by reason of the extreme severity of his illness and by mental and 
= disabilities, from making an application for arrears in accordance with 

e provisions of said act. It appears that upon the first return of mental 
strength, and as soon as he could dictate a letter, namely, on November 20, 1850, 
that he made an application for a pension, which was granted him. 

This claim received consideration in the first session of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, and a bill granting the relief sought for passed the House of Representa- 
tives. The oe Committee on Pensions, however, reported adversely upon 
it, on the ground that the evidence was not sufficient to substantiate the claim- 
ant’s disability. Subsequent to this report additional testimony upon this point 
was procured, including the following statement from Drs. W. W. Johnston and 
H. D. Fry, his attending physicians, which statement seems to your committee 
as conclusive evidence of the fact that during the time within which applica- 
tions could be made for arrears of pension under the act above referred to the 
claimant was mentally and physically disabled from taking advantage of its 
provisions, and for these reasons the committee believe that the petitioner is en- 
titled to the relief sought for, and they recommend the passage of the accom- 
panying bill as a substitute for Senate bill No. 183. 


Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA, 
District of Columbia, ss: 

W. W. Johnston, M. D., and H. D. Fry, M. D., of the city of Washington, D. 
C., being duly sworn, de and say: 

That they have been the regular medical attendants of Thomas S. Hopkins 
during his long iliness. 

That his disease has been the severest case of nervous exhaustion which has 
ever come under their observation. 

That from March 8, 1879, and for many months previous thereto, down to No- 
vember, 1880, he was absolutely disqualified, both mentally and physically, from 
otter, toe business of applying for a pension, or any other business, by 
reason of the intensity of his symptoms; and that there were no intervals, how- 
ever short, during that period when he could have safely undertaken the work. 
eee the effort he made in applying at so early a date has seriously retarded 

is reco ° 

That he ts still confined to his bed, and requires the constant attendance of 
some one. 

That we have no pecuniary interest in the result of his pension claim. 

W. W. JOHNSTON, M. D., 
1401 H &8t., N. W. 
H. D. FRY, M. D., 
819 14th St., N. W. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, this 7th day of June, 1882. 
lspar.l MILTON C. BARNARD, 
Notary Public. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 185, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 
Message from the President of the United me, returning Senate bill 183 with his ob- 


jections elo. 
JuwNE 21, 1886.—Read and ordered to lie on the table. 
oa 23, 1836.—Referred to the Committee on Pensions and ordered to be 


To the Senate: 


I return without —- approval Senate bill No. 183, entitled “An act for 
= rel of Thomas 8. Hopkins, late of Company C, Sixteenth Maine Volun- 
eers, 

This soldier was enrolled in the Army June 2, 1862, and discharged June 30, 
1865. He was sent to the Government Hospital September 20, 1863, and there- 
upon transferred to the Invalid Corps. 

He filed his declaration for a pension in November, 1880, alleging that while 


in the service he contracted malarial fever and chronic diarrhea, and was seized 
with con ae from great general debility. 
of to him June, 1881, dating from the time 


A &@ month was gran 
of his application, which sum he has been receiving up to the present time. 
This ations to remove the limitation fixed by the law of 1879 prescribing 
the date which an m for pension must be filed in order to en- 
jw tpn mag to draw pension allowed from the time of his discharge 
If this bill should become a law it would entitle the claimant to about nine 


thousand dollars of back pension. This is claimed upon the ground that the sol- 
dier was so sick from the time of the of the gut renting the entiation ep 
«ean date allowed him to avail himself the privilege of the act that he could 


I think the limitation thus fixed a very wise one, and that it should not, in fair- 
ness to other claimants, be relaxed for causes not mentioned in the statute, nor 
should the door be open to applications of this kind. 

The beneficiary named in this bill had fifteen years after the accruing of his 
claim, and before it is alleged that he was incapacitated, within which he might 
_ e filed his application and entitled himself to the back pension now applied 

or. 

The facts here presented come so far short of furnishing a satisfactory excuse 
for his delay that. in my judgment, the discrimination asked in his favor should 
not be granted. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 19, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be« 
gun and held at the city of Washington on Monday, the 7th day of December, 
1885. } 

An act for the relief of Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Company C, Siateenth Maine 

Volunteers. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That Thomas 8S. Hopkins, late a private in Com- 
pany C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers, now on the pension-roll, be, and he is 
hereby, exempted, by reason of mental incapacity, from the limitation prescribed 
in section 2 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1879, entitled “‘An act 
making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by 
act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes,” and he shall 
be entitled to and there shall be paid to him the same rate of pension,and the 
same arrears thereof, as if his application for a pension had been filed with and 
allowed by the Commissioner of Pensions prior to June 16, 1880 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 

I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 

ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary. 

By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


No. 3.—JAMES BUTLER—SENATE BILL 2025. 


We submit this case upon the undisputed statements of fact, as contained in 
the report of the Senate committee, which we print, together with the veto of 
the President. 

Soidier was formally mustered in August 23,1864,and honorably discharged 
September 12, 1864, on account of comminuted fracture of lower third right femur 
since muster in. 

[Senate Report No. 552, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

The claimant, James Butler, late a private of Company F, First New Hamp- 
shire Heavy Artillery, applied for a pension at the Department November 10, 
1871, alleging disability from breaking his right leg just above the knee at Con- 
cord, N. H., September 9, 1864. It appears that the soldier received a pass from 
the captain of his company until the next morning and went home in the city; 
that he got up in the morning before light to return to camp and started; that 
in passing to camp he fell into a cellar where a house had just been removed, 
breaking his right leg. The records show that he was discharged September 
12, 1864, by reason of rejection on organization of company at general rendez- 
vous, Cenecord, N. H., per General Order No. 243, War Department, A. G. O., 1864, 
on account of comminuted fracture of lower third right femur since muster into 
service. It also appears that he was treated in the hospital at Concord. The 
testimony of Capt. D. J. Flanders is to substantially the same effect, and further 
states that he was rejected on organization of the company, after his muster in, 
and that he received the injury while in the service and in the line of duty, 
There is other corroborating testimony. 

The examining surgeon found him disabled three-fourths. 

This case was rejected by the Department upon the ground that the soldier, 
who was on his way to his regiment, under orders to return at the expiration 
of his leave, and who was disabled without his own fault, did not contract the 
disability in line of duty. 

Your committee, however, think otherwise, and recommend the passage of 
the bill. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 180, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill No. 2025, with 
his objections thereto. 


JUNE 23, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions and ordered to be 
printed, 
To the Senate : 

I hereby return without approval Senate bill numbertwo thousand and twenty- 
five, entitled ‘An act granting a pension to James Butler.” 

This claimant was enrolled as a private in a New Hampshire regiment Au- 
gust 23, 1864, but on the organization of his comps.ny, on the 12th day of Septem- 
ber, 1864, he was discharged on account of a fracture of his leg, which happened 
on the llth day of September, 1864. 

Itappears that before the organization of the company to which he was at- 
tached, and on the 10th day of September, he obtained permission to leave the 
place of rendezvous for the purpose of visiting his family, and was to return 
the nextday. Ata very early hour in the morning, either while preparing to 
return or actually on his way, he fell into a new ceilar and broke his leg. It is 
said that the ieg fractured is now shorter than the other. 

His claim for pension was rejected in December, 1864, by the Pension Bureau, 
and its action was affirmed in 1871 upon the ground that the injury was received 
= the claimant was on an individual furlough, and therefore not in the line 
of duty. 

Considering the fact that neither his regiment nor his company had at the time 
of his accident been organized, and that he was in no sense in the military serv- 
ice of the United States, and that his injury was received while on a visit, and 
not in the performance of duty, I can see no pretext for allowing a pension in 
this case. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 22, 1836. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, began 
and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of December, 
one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. } 

An act granting a pension to James Butler. 


é Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amere 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JULY 31, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cornelia R. Schenck, widow o; 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Butler, late a private in | Daniel F. Schenck, late captain of the Fiftieth New York Engineer Corps, 
Company F, First New Hampshire Heavy Artiilery. JOHN G. CARLISLE. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker of pe Sone al Baprevent: f 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. N t=RMAN 
v JOHN SHERMAN, President of the Senate pro t¢ n 
President of the Senate pro tempore. I certify that this act originated in the Senate. . 7 
I certify Uhat this act originated in the Senate. ANSON G. Mc¢ oC 1K 
ANSON G. es By CHAS, W. JOHNSON. 
By CHAS, W. JOHNSON, Chief Cierk 
Chief Clerk. 
No. 5.—Hareier WEtcu. 
No. 4.—Conye.sa R. ScHENCK. The ponent facts upon ie a is ~~ ee forth in the previous 

A re-examination of the evidence in this case clearly shows that the disability | Tépott of this committee, which is hereto appe . © reason alleged by the 
alleged was contracted in the service. The fact that a long time elapsed before Pension — a eS claim is that the death od a soldier did 
the application for pension was made is no evidence that the disability isnot | ®t result from pESEvess. wing newspaper account of his death ap. 
ponmevantte. Any one conversant with the history of the soldiers of our armies peared at the wes : De h —e 

nows that in many cases persons fully entitled to pensions have declined from Cyraneous Welch (or veiited 2 aaoeen —- As , & veteran and 
motives of the most honorable and patriotic character to avail themselves of | Pensioner of the —_ war, was kil to ah the trac ae eine Central Rai 
the assistance of the Government through the medium of the pension laws, | 744, about four miles north of th p=. on ow nig or Thursday 
and it seems hard, if nct brutal, to make their abstinence from the assertion of a | ™orning last, and was mangled in a | i manper, —~ aaVINg been cut 
right which has relieved the Government of an annual payment for a pension | im two just above his eyes and his brains scattered —s track. He had been 
justly due for more than twenty years the ground of refusing to do justice upon | © Green Bay att to some business relatin i is pension and returned 
the facts proven in the case when at last necessity or any good cause inclines | 0" the 11 p.m. train. He was known to have ilbert, a was not known 
the claimant, or those who may represent him, to assert that right. to have ever reached Chilton, and it is supposed that he fell from the 11 p. m. 

It is also objected that the case is still pending in the Pension Office. It is | Tain and was lying on the track ae ie. m. — eo killed him 
usual for Congress to await the decision of that tribunal in cases pending be- | A® inquest was held by Esq. Green, o ea oe ae in ac- 
fore it, but that is not a legal objection to special action by Congress. Itisonly | CoTdance with the facts. The deceased was an a renee oon orking 
a rule of practice of the committee and of Congress for its convenience, and man. ard was an enginecr at Zech Bros. mili,and leaves wife and seven smaii 
neither the Pension Office nor the President can with propriety criticise the | Children to mourn his loss. : . 
exercise of Congressional diseretion in such case. No question is raised as to the legality of the marriage, which seems to have 

The principal facts are stated in the report of this committee, which we ap- | Tesulted in long cohabitation and the birth of seven children. epesipimant was 
pend hereto, as well as the message of the President. married to the soldier June 7, 1868. There is nothing in the evidence to justi 

. a: Sie ti ‘ . . the slur which the President casts upon the chastity of this widow and the 

[Senate Report No. 597, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. legitimacy of her seven fatherless children. Pensions have heretofore fre. 
That the records show that Daniel F. Schenck enlisted as a private in Com- | quently been granted in cases similar tothis. Human nature cries out aloud for 
pany D, Fiftieth New York Engineers; that he was promoted to lieutenant and | the allowance of pension in such a case, and if this woman, with ber seven 
captain for meritorious services, and was detailed upon special duty in organ- | small children, is to be _—— of it, your committee at least are glad that th: 
izing the defenses of Washington. The affidavit of George N. Falley,a captain | responsibility reste elsewhere. 
in the same regiment of engineers, states that ‘‘ Lieutenant Schenck was often We print the Senate report and the veto of the President, and recommend (| 
on detached service, and during the spring of 1863 reported directly to General | passage of the bill, the veto to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Barnard, of Washington,making drawings and engaged on the fortifications [Senate Report No. 29, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 
about that city,” and “regarding his value to the service would say he rose Stan ae ad 
from the ranks to be captain of his company. He was the only officer in our | _ Harriet Welch is the widow of Cyraneous Weich, private, Company (, 1 
regiment below the grade of captain ever assigned to the important duty of | ty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, who was pensioned for ; 
drafting and overseeing the construction of fortifications.” shot wound of his left leg, received in the military service and in the lineo hi 

Claimant states that while he was engaged in overseeing the work above | @¥ty. The rate of pension was increased from one-half to three-quarters Le. 
mentioned, Captain Schenck contracted the disease in the fine of duty which | ©48¢ of increasing disability in the wounded leg. Again applying for increas: 
ultimately caused hisdeath. ‘Thesestatementsare substantiated by affidavits of | ©f pension, he was directed to report for examination before the examining 
‘soundness before enlistment, and to the existence and continuance of the disease | board of su convened at Green Bay, Wis. Returning from Green bay, 
after he was mustered out; also by the affidavits of physicians who treated him, | Wis., he fell the cars and was killed, September 7, 1877. ; 
and who testify that the disease which caused his death (entero-colitis) was the |, John Hammer filed affidavit May 22, 1884, that “ soldier's leg was so crippled 
result of disabilities incurred during service in the Army. that he could not depend upon it and that it gave way many times and caused 

Taking ints consideration all the evidence on file in this case, the commit- | him to fall.” That it is his belief that in attempting to pass from one car to an- 
tee believe it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill and recommend its | Other while returning from Green Bay his leg gave out and caused him to fall 
passage. between the cars, when he was crushed to death. : 

an In view of all the facts, the committee believe it to be their duty to report in 
favor of this bill, and recommend its passage, with the following amendment 
[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 184, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Strike outin the pa aa. and ninth oe —— = rate of eight 
ve fr: ow) Ind rning Senate bi : ;. | dollars per month and two dollars per month for each of her children under 
a Se ° mere woh ty the age of sixteen years,’ and insert “and her minor children” in lieu thereof 

June 2i, 1886.—Read and ordered to lie on the table. —_—. 

June 23, 1886.—Referred to the Committee on Pensions and ordered to be [Senate Ix. Doc. No. 179, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 
printed. Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1383, with his 
To the Senate: objections thereto. 

I hereby return without approval Senate bill mumber fifteen hundred and | June 23, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to) 
eighty-four, entitled “An act for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck.” printed. 

it is proposed by this bill to grant a pension to Mrs, Schenck as the widow of | To the Senate: 


Daniel F. Schenck, who entered the military service of the United States in :, - “ iting a pen- 
August, 1861, and was mustered out October 21, 1864. " I return without approval Senate bill No. 1368, entitled “An act granting a px: 


nm ; ; : fi ie ‘ iet Welch.” 

The record of his service contains no mention of any disability; he died in sion to Harriet : Stow of Cy 
December, 1875, of a disease called gastro-enteritis, which, Rabas’ tntampnesed. The aw named in 8 ae os ~~ aoe a ) 
seems to denote “inflammation of the stomach and small intestines.” So faras oem in 2867. Sn 1876 his = riper - “ 2 > ghwtee ag x 187 ‘a on sears 
the facts are made to appear, the soldier, neither during the term of his service pony eee ne wens his caiaiion canta See It is iikeeed her - 
yeah a the cloven yess he Syed his discharge, made any claim of any such application he ee Gimoes ed to appear | an exemining coed or a sur 

ode — was Pen : ears aft geon at Green Bay, , for examination, and in returning to his home 'r 
hor eaaicaiie deca is es ea Barean in 1685, ten y that place on the 7th day of a peg ee ty fell a= the cars and was killed 

The fact that her application is still pending in that bureau is sufficient reason | »!s,remains having been found on the Se ties bho could not 
why this bill should not become a law. No one appears to have seen the accident, but it is claimed that mont ld 

A better reason is based upon the entire lack of any facts shown to exist which as ” ee ee one oe — een! et anined 
cuttin the heneiiclacy BAUS 6 & paueten. GROVER CLEVELAND, | ‘Hat his death was attributable to the wound he had received thirteen year! 


— ore. 
x _ MApEROM, June 31, 1508. The widow's claim, based upon this state of facts, was rejected by the Pens 
We add the memorial of the Grand-Army in this ease, received while reading | Bureau on the ground that the accident resulting in death was not the resuil o! 
proof and laid before the Senate this morning: his military service; and on an appeal taken to tlre Secretary of the Interior 
from that determination the same was sustained. : 
FAT LEUENT OF New Tome Palen x, ¥, | Though this widow edmite that prior to her marriage with the dece:sed«l 
, . . a believed to D 
We, comrades of the late Capt. D. F. Set j 5 eoeel of Post D. F. dier she had married another man whom she could only say she e 


actio Presiden itiabl , and wish that { could join in her re 
Schenck, Fulton, N. Y.,G. A. R., notice with sorrow the n of the t fae es wntortanately oMietal duty an nob always be well dene when directed 
of the United States in vetoing the bill granting a small pension of $20 per month solely by y 

to the widow of the late Captain Schenck ; and we do most y n sympathy and charity. ae 


your honorable bodies (the Senate and Congress) to reverse this action by pass- EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 22, 1886. 
ing this bill over the veto, if necessary. , " 
N. H. GILBERT, Co , NICHOLAS LESTER. oo 


J. F, COOPER. STEPHEN BUCK. session, be 
THOS E. DELONG. D. M. PERINE. [Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first : ' 


renth day of De 
SF We SNES Botts, | Somber, one thousand tight hundred and cightyve) = 
WILLIAM BACK. — J. 8. PALMER, An act granting a pension to Harriet Welch. 
JOHN P. HOWE. G. V. EWENS. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Sines ° 
—_ America in Congress assembled, That ho Geaphuny of the Interior be, and be 
on the pension-ro 


li the name of Harriet 


: See, a 
eer igen, agen gan o 


way 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- eighth 
gun and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of De- . Inte a private in Company ©, Thirty-cie” 
cember, one thousand cight bundoal end eighty-five. , Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, and her minor children, subject to the prov" 


An act for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck. = ven oe JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States mer- Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
tca in Congress assemiied, That the Sec: etary of the Interior be, and So JOHN SHERMAN, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions President of the Senate pro tempor 
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{hat this act originated in the Senate. 
sea ANSON G. McOOOK, 
Secretary. 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 





No. 6.—Dup.iey B. Brancnu. 


The evidence in support of this case is briefly stated in the report of the Sen- 
ate committee, hereto annexed, and there is nothing but surmise and conjecture 
to contradict the positive sworn testimony of the various witnesses which estab- 
lishes the statements made in that report. The best medical and other evidence 
obtainable shows the soundness of the soldier at enlistment, and the disability 
with which he is now afflicted, hernia, is clearly shown to have existed from and 
ever after the battle in which he alleges he received it. The evidence also ac- 
counts reasonably for his failure to furnish medical testimony of early treatment, 
but there is an abundance which is reliable and undisputed to establish the origin 
and continuance of the disability. 

The Government’s own examining surgeon says: oe 

* Judging from his present condition and the evidence before me, it is my be- 
lief that the suid disability did originate in the service aforesaid and line of duty.”’ 

The veto is a negation of all the evidence in the case; but aftera re-examina- 
tion of the case, your committee are of opinion that there is nothing whatever 
to impeach the reliability of that evidence. It is not contradicted from any 
source, and why the claim should have been rejected by the Pension Office is 
difficult to conceive. Plaintiffs would seldom recover a verdict from injuries of 
their countrymen if they were obliged to produce stronger evidence than has 
been furnished in this case to establish theirclaims. The peculiar nature of the 
injury often induces those who are suffering from it to conceal their physical 
condition for years, so far as possible; besides, patriotic motives in innumerable 
instances have prevented any application whatever for a pension for years, and 
sometimes for life, on the part of those justly entitled to receive it. Only lack 
of information as to the evidence itself, or willingness to reject a claim upon the 
most trifling grounds, can account for the rejection of this. 

We append hereto the report of the Senate committee, and the veto message 
of the President. 

[Senate Report No. 399, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

That it appears from the papers on file in this case that Dudley B. Branch was 
a sergeant in Company F,Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and was in- 
jured June 9, 1362, at the battle of Port Republic, Va. 

Declaration for pension filed December 17, 1875, claimant alleging inguinal 
hernia on left side, resulting from an injury received in the line of his duty at 
the battle of Port Republic, June 9, 1862. . ? 

Claim rejected June 26, 1883, on the ground of ‘‘no record of hernia and inabil- 
ity to furnish any evidence to show origin in service in line of duty.” 

Affidavit of claimant states that at battle of Port Republic, when the retreat 
was ordered, he saw a wounded comrade lying on the field, and he went forward 
hoping to assist him away, but becoming closely pressed by the enemy he was 
compelled to leave his companion and run to make good hisescape. In getting 
over a fence he fell heavily, striking a stone or hard substance, and received the 
hernia in his left side. In escaping from the enemy he wascut off from his 
command, but rejoined it after eight days; that the only person he met in es- 
caping was I ieutenant Holmes, of Company F, Seventh Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteers, who was afterwards killed in battle. 

Claimant's statement is substantiated by affidavit of Hurum P. Mullikin, dated 
May 22, 1883, in effect that claimantand he had been boys together, and he knew 
that claimant had no rupture prior to enlistment, and that he always had excel- 
lent health before the injury; that affiant was in the same company and regi- 
ment with claimant, and knew of his receiving the injury alleged at the battle 
of Port Republic, and that claimant called his attention to the injury at Front 
Royal soon after the injury was received. 

Also by affidavits of William Harris and George R. Davenport, dated April 7, 
1882, in effect that claimant was disabled by reason of the rupture two-thirds of 
thetime. Also by affidavit of Thomas W. Johnson, M. D., describing the left 
inguinal hernia, and that it interfered with claimant's working or obtaining a 
livelihood by his usual vocation, that of a farmer. 

The rs show further that claimant was treated in Eckington General Hos- 
pital, ashington, D. C., from April, 1863, for three months; also, at the general 

ospital, Annapolis, Md., in August, 1863, and that he remained there two months, 
and was then transferred to the Veteran Reserve Corps, where he remained 
until expiration of term of service, September 6, 1864, when he was mustered out 
of the service. ‘ 

Claimant’s statement is further corroborated by examining surgeon’s certifi- 
cate dated July 14, 1881, in which he says that claimant is obliged to keep the 
parts adjusted with an instrument, and can not goat all without it; and he sug- 
gests one-half pension, or $4 per month, The certificate issigned by W. J. Hoad- 
ley, examining surgeon. 

Taking into consideration all the evidence filed in this case, your committee 
believe it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill, and recommend its pas- 


{Senate Ex. Doc. No. 152, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Message from the President of the United States returning Senate bill 857, with his 
objections thereto. 
May 24, 1886.—Read, laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate of the United States : 

Thereby return without approval Senate bill number eight hundred and fift y- 
seven, entitled “An act granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch.” 

This claim is based upon the alles , a8 appears by the committee's report, 
that the person named in the bill has a hernia, and that on the 9th day of June, 
1862, while in the military service and in the line of duty, “in getting over a 
fence he fell heavily, striking a stone or hard substance, and received the hernia 
— left side.” 

n December, 1875, thirteen and a half years thereafter, he filed an application 
for a pension, which was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the oe that 
there was no record of the alleged hernia, and the claimant was unable to fur- 
nish evidence of its origin in the service. 

The fact is stated in the committee’s report that late in the 1863 this sol- 
dier was transferred to the Invalid Corps,and the records show that he was 
thus transferred for a disability entirely different from that upon which he now 
bases hisclaim. He was mustered out in September, 1864, at the end of his term 
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pitals during the year 1863; and yet it is not claimed that the history of his hos- 
ital treatment furnishes any proof of the injury upon which his claim is now 
ased, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 24, 1886. 

[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of Washington on Monday, the 7th day of December, 
1885. ] 

An act granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to tne pro- 

visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dudley B. Branch, late 
of Company F, Seventh Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 





Speaker of the House of Representatives 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore 
e I i 


I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCook, 
Seer elary, 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


No. 7.—Davip W. HAmMILTow. 


A re-examination of the evidence in this case abundantly supports the alle- 
gations of fact contained in the former report of this committee. There seems 
to be an impression in the Pension Office, reproduced in the message of the 
President, that if at any time prior to enlistment a disease or disability may 
have existed of a like character with that complained of as having been con- 
tracted in the service and line of duty, the claim is necessarily false, on the 
ground that there could have been no complete recovery. Upon that theory 
this case was apparently rejected. 

The evidence is clear that the disability complained of, if it existed at all prior 
to the service, was fully recovered from, but that it again appeared after ex- 
posure and hardship sufficient to have produced it originally in an ordinary 
ease. And even if this were not so, there can not be the slightest doubt that the 
disability was aggravated and increased by his servic. 

This man was a soldier for nearly four years, and made an honorable record 
Both Houses of Congress have declared, and the general sentiment of the coun- 
try has indorsed the principle, that acceptance and muster-in to the military 
service must be taken as suflicient evidence of soundness at the time he entered 
the service. And when to this is added four years of actuai service it is impos- 
sible to justify the rejection of a well-proven claim upon the ground that the 
disability existed prior to enlistment. The strong language of the previous re- 
port of your committee appears to have been fully justified, and is adhered to 
so far as evil consequences are concerned. The fault is largely in the system 
itself. 

We append hereto the Senate report, and also the message of the President. 

[Senate Report No. 557, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

The claimant, David W. Hamiiton, was a first lieutenant in Com:pany E, 
Seventh Regiment Indiauza Volunteers. He enlisted September 13, 1°" and 
was discharged July 11, 1864. He was subsequently in the service in ©. ny 
C, Fifty-first Indiana Volunteers, from October 21, 1864, to Mav 23,1865. iie filed 
a declaration for pension November 29, 1879, alleging that in March, 1862, be- 
tween Winchester and Edington, Va.,from hard marching he contracted en- 
largement of the spermatic cord. The claim was rejected by the Pension Office 
**on the ground that the alleged disability existed prior to enlistment.” 

It would appear that this action of the Pension Office was based upon the fol- 
lowing statement from the records of the Adjutant-General’s Office: 

“It appears from the rolls on file in this office that David W. Hamilton was mus- 
tered into the service of the United States asa first lieutenant, Company E, Sev- 
enth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, to date September 13, 1861, and as a cap- 
tain to date June 12, 1862. Rolls to June 30, 1862, ‘present;’ July and August, 
1862, ‘absenton surgeon’s certificate.’ Record books Third Corps, Army of Vir- 
ginia, show that he tendered his resignation August 16, 1862, on surgeon’s cer- 
tificate on account of continued iil health, but the papers are not on file. Records 
of said corps and army are incomplete, and there are no record books of company 
or regiment on file and no medical certificates. Roll for September, October, 
November, and December, 1862, ‘absent sick ;) January and February, 1862, ‘ab- 
sent on detached service,’ and so borne to October 31, 1863. Return for October, 
1862, ‘on detached duty in Indiana,’ and so borne on subsequent returns to Au- 
gust 31,1863. He was honorably discharged on tender of resignation November 
31, 1863, to enable him to accept appointment in the Invalid Corps. He was ap- 
pointed in Veteran Reserve Corps on account of ‘chronic enlargement of the 
spermatic cord of several years’ standing, consequent upon hydrocele, which 
has not been radically cured, and accepted the appointment as captain in said 
corps October 27,1863. He is borneas present on the rolls of the Forty-fifth (Com- 
pany I) Battalion, to which transferred November 6, 1863, to June 30, 1864, and 
was honorably discharged on tender of resignation July 11, 1864. No surgeon's 
certificate on file.” 

The claimant furnishes testimony as to prior soundness, but can not get med- 
ical testimony,as his family physician is dead. The evidence as to the incur- 
rence of the disability in the service seems to be full and complete. There is 
also considerable evidence as to the continuance of the disability since his dis- 
charge. 

This soldier was accepted by the Government, and served from 1861 to 1365, 
and the records establish the fact that he was dirabled in the service; notwith- 
standing which he is now refused a pension »ecause it is alleged that several 
years before he was afflicted with a somewhai similar complaint, which it was 
sup was entirely cured. It would appear but reasonable to suppose that 
the hardships incident to his service brought it on again and no doubt greatly 
aggravated the disease. 

Your committee are of opinion, in view of his long service and all the facts, 
that the disease was really incurred in theservice. This farce of rejecting claims 
for pensions of men who have rendered years of active service because they 
were unable to discharge the duties of a soldier,so long indulged in, is also a 
crime, and it is time that the dictates of common sense should be adopted in- 
stead of some of the rules so long in force in the Pension Office. There is im- 
perative need of reform in this respect,and has been for many years 

Your committee therefore report back the bill with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 





[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 155, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1290, with, his 
objections thereto. 


MAy 26, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
To the Senate of the United States : 


I herewith return without approval Senate bill rumber twelve hundred and 
ninety, entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Diy d W. Hamilton.” 
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A claim fer pension filed by him in November, 1879, was rejected by the Pen- Claimant's testimony is corroborated by affidavits of comrades Corpora) M 


sion Bureau on the ground that his alleged disability existed prior to his enlist- 
ment. 

An examination of the records in the Adjutant-General’s Office, and a. state- 
ment from the Pension Bureau derived from the claimant’s application there 
for pension, witb a reference to the report of the committee to whom this bill 
was referred, disclose the following facts: 

The claimant was mustered in the service as first lieutenant in September, 
1861, and as captain June 12, 1862. He reported as present with his company 
until the 30th of that month. For the six months immediately following the 
latter date he is reported as “absent, sick,” and for ten months next succeed- 
ing and until October 27, 1863, as “absent on detached service.” On the day 
last mentioned he tendered his resignation at Camp Morton, in the State of In- 
diana, to enable him to accept an appointment as captain in the Invalid Corps. 
He was thereupon so appointed upon account of “ chronic enlargement of the 
spermatic cord of several years’ standing, consequent upon hydrocele.”’ He re- 
mained in the Invalid Corps until July 12, 1864, when, upon the tender of his 
resignation, he was discharged. . 

Less than four months afterward, and on the 6th day of November, 1864, he 
was mustered in the service asa captain in another regiment of volunteers, and 
on the 17th day of November, 1865, again tendered bis resignation, and was 
finally discharged, 

Upon his application for pension under the general law, fourteen years there- 
after, he admitted that he suffered from hy:lrocele as early as 1856, but claimed 
that an operation then performed for the same had given him permanent relief. 

It will be seen that the claimant’s term of service was liberally interspersed 
with sick-leave, detached service, resignations, and membership in the Invalid 
Corps. He admits having the trouble which would naturally result in his al- 
leged disability long before he entered the service; the surgeon upon whose 
certificate he was appointed to the Invalid Corps must have stated to him the 
character of his difficulty and that it was chronic; no application for pension 
was made until fourteen years after his discharge and just prior to the expira- 
tion of the time within which large arrearages might have been claimed. There 
is no hint of any medical testimony at all contradicting the certificate of the 
Army surgeon made in 1863, but it is stated in the report of the committee that 
he can not procure medical testimony as to his soundness before entering the 
service because his family physician is dead. If he had filed his application 
earlier it would have appeared in better faith, and it may be that he could have 
a the evidence of his family physician if it was of the character he de- 
sired, 

After the Pension Bureau has been in operation for a score of years since the 
late civil war, equipped with thousands of employéc charged with no other dut 
except the ascertainment and adjustment of the claims of our discharged sol- 
diers and their surviving relatives, it seems to me that a stronger case than this 
should be presented to justify the passage of a special act, twenty-three years 
after an alleged disability, granting a pension which has been refused by the 
Bureau especially organized for the purpose of allowing the same under just 
and liberal laws. 

I am by no means insensible to that influence which leads the judgment to- 
ward the allowance of every claim alleged to be founded upon patriotic service 
in the nation’s cause. And yet I neither believe it to be a duty nor a kindness 
to the worthy citizens for whose benefit our scheme of pensions was provided, 
to permit the diversion of the nation’s bounty to objects not within its scope and 


purpose. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcuTIVE MANSION, May 25, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of Washington on Monday, the seventh day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-tive. 


An act granting a pension to David W. Hamilton. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
America in Sonera assembled, That the of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to place on the pension-roll, st to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David W. Hamilton, late of Com- 
pany E, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 
2 y = G. CARLISLE, 
peaker o, Ouse oO, resentatives. 
JOHN 8 ERMAN 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McOCOOK, 


Secretary. 
By CHAS, W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


No. 8.—Wi111am HH, Beck. 


A careful re-examination of the evidence in this case only serves to confirm 
the opinion of your committee, as expressed = their printed report 
(Senate Rep. No. 598), that this claimant should have n allowed a pension at 
the Pension Office. 

The claimant alleged that the epileptic trouble with which he suffers was 
caused by a jar to the head from heavy firing, and the veto message seems to 
assume t the cause alleged could not have produced the trouble complained 
of. To this the only reply we think ee to make is the evidence itself, 
and the remark that injuries to the head resulting in temporary or permanent 
disease of the brain were a common result of the cause which is alleged to have 

roduced the disability in this case. It may seem otherwise to one having little 

nowledge upon this subject, but theories are often d by tional 
information. It seems to us that to reach a favorable conclusion upon this bill 
it is only necessary to be familiar with the e and that there is nothing 
in this case inconsistent with common experience during the late war. 

The facts appear in the report of this committee, annexed hereto, to which are 
added the message of the President and letters of Pension Office and of claim- 
ant to Commissioner and to Hon. J. J. LGauis. 

[Senate Report No. 598. Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

That the records in this case show that William H. Beck, enlisted as a private 
in Company K, Eighth Regiment lowa Volunteers, on September 21, 1 and 
was discharged April 20,1866, Declaration for pension filed April 4, 1879, alleg- 
ing that on or about June 15, 1863, claimant incurred , sinee which time 
epileptic attacks come on from one to ten da ; m re on the 
ground “that there is no record of the al epilepsy, and t has de- 
clared his inability to furnish testimony of commanding officer as to origin, 
of regimental surgeon showing treatment in service, or medical testimony 
showing existence at d ‘es 

Claimant testifies that on or about May 18, 1863, he came from duty, and 
went to sicep ina trench in the hot sun close to where a heavy artillery 
was being fired almost constantly, and the next thing it realized was that 
he was being carried to a temporary hospital in rear of the trenches where he 
remained a few days, and then returned to duty, and that ever since that time 
the epileptic fits have become more frequentand severe, 


Representatives of the United States of 


Ryan and private L. M. Kensey, who found him in the trench as stated 
at each discharge of the artillery it brought on another fit. 

Also the testimony of Samuel B. Davidson, who was present at that time 
who had been with claimant from September 21, 1861, until that time, and |), 
he was sound and healthy. ; 

Testimony of claimant is further corroborated by affidavits of neighbors a, i 
friends, and the family physician, as to claimant being sound and free fro.) ¢,,;. 
lepsy or other diseases before enlistment, and the testimony of neighbors as {o 
the occurrence of the epileptic fits since claimant's discharge. , 

To all this testimony there is to be added the certificate of the examining «),.. 
geon under the direction of the Pension Office, signed L. A. Perce, M.D. :., 
effect that he contracted this disease in the service,and that he is “ entitieg 1, 
one-half total pension for privates, or $4.” ; 

We can see no reason why this pension should not have been allowed by tho 
Pension Office. , 

Taking into consideration the evidence on file the committee believe jt 1} 
duty to report in favor of this bill, and recommend its passage. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 181, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 
Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1400, with }is 
objections thereto. 


JUNE 23, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to by 
printed. 


» and that 


nd 
\ 


scir 


To the Senate: 


I hereby return without approval Senate bill number fourteen hundred, ey 
titled “An act granting a pension to William H. Beck.” 

This claimant enlisted in 1861. He re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer January 
1, 1864, and was finally mustered out April 20, 1866. In all this time of seryica 
his record shows no medical treatment or claim of disability. Indeed, an a). 
stract of his re-enlistment, January 1, 1864, shows a medical examination ang 
perfect soundness. 

Notwithstanding all this, he filed his declaration on the 4th day of April, 1879, 
nearly thirteen years after his discharge, alleging that in June, 1863, he incurred 
epilepsy, to which he has been subject since, and that his fits have been from 
one to ten days apart. To connect this in some way with his military service. 
he stated that the doctor at a hospital said his epilepsy was caused “ by jar to 
the head from heavy firing.” 

Six months after chisalleged “ jar” and his consequentepilepsy, he re-en|isted 
upon a medical certificate of perfect soundness, and served more than two years 
thereafter. 

Every conceded fact in the case negatives the allegations of his declaration, 
and the rejection of his claim necessarily followed. 

If this disease can be caused in the manner here detailed, its manifestations 
are such as to leave no doubt of its existence, and it seems to me simp! y impos. 
sible, under the circumstances detailed, that there should be any lack of cv idence 
to support the claim upon which this bill is predicated. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 22, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of De- 
cember, eighteen hundred and eighty-five. } 

An act granting a pension to William H. Beck. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Beck, late 
of Company K, Eighth lowa Veteran Volunteer Infantry. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 

I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 

ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary. 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, — 
Chief Clerk, 


[West. Div., H. F. B., Inv. 227317.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE 
Washington, June 2, 1886. 

Sir: In response to your request, I have the honor to transmit herewith the 
papers in the claim of William H. Beck, lateof Company K, Eighth [Iowa Vo! 
unteers. 

The claim was rejected on the ground that there is no record of alleged ep 
lepsy, and claimant is unable to furnish satisfactory evidence of its existence 0 
serv —— a 

e ’ 
re JOHN C. BLACK 
Commissioner. 
Hon. Jouw I. MrrcHe tr, 
Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate. 


Inv., No. 277317, William H. Beck, o. K, %h 
Reg’t lowa Vols.) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, — 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 18% 


on: Some airy poten « claim ana, sotvanss ta, fee epilerry. 

jected February 21, 7 on ground records of the War Departine: 
afford no evidence of the incurrence or existence of said disease while you Were 
in the service; but do show that you re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer Janu 
ary 1, 1864, six months after the date at which you claim to have contracted 
; that you were examined bya su pronounced sound an‘ a 
from all bodily defects and mental infirmity at that time, and that you ser" 
until April, 1866, without having been reported sick or absent, or in any W4) 
ca’ tated for military duty. a 
from your cwn statements that you are unable to i 
ical evidence of treatmeut for epilepsy while in the service, at date o' ° 

or for several years thereafter; that did not tell any one that ye 
* and no one knew that you had Ais until about 1879 or |s~) - 
in view facts, the testimony of comrades and neighbors. tied - 
date of rejection, is not considered sufficient to change the statu= of = 
; and the claim can not receive favorable consideration by this office Wit 
can furnish competent medical evidence showing that you were treat’ a 
while in the service, or immediately after your discharge i At! 


[Western Div. J. F.C. Ex’r. 








ot eS* 


6b. 


ent 
yere 
niil- 
ted 
free 
ved 


y in- 


nish 
dix 
you 


since 
f the 
nless 
d for 
pail, 


1886. 



















This information is furnished at the request of Hon. Joun J. INGALLs, who has 
made perscnel 7 relative to your claim. 
‘eden sical JOHN C. BLACK, 
, Commissioner. 
. WitiiaM H. Becx, 
- . Russell, Kans. 


Russect County, KANSAS, 
February 18, 1886. 


Sim: I have by your kindness received Commissioner Black's reply to my 
daim, I beg you to please to forgive your humble servant for taking the lib- 
erty to ask you to do him the honor of hearing a plain, truthful statement of the 
facts in the case. I enlisted in the Eighth Iowa Volunteer Infantry September 
11,1861. In June, 1863, at siege of Vicksburg, after coming off guard duty one 
morning I was found writhing in a fit of epilepsy, and was ordered taken to the 
hospital, some distance inthe rear. By the time the hospital was reached I had 
so far recovered as to be able to sit up, and took no medicine; consequently, 
the surgeon in charge made no record of the case, and in a few days I returned 
to duty, having no thoughts of ever being troubled again with what I after- 
wards learned to be epilepsy. On January 1, 1864, I re-enlisted as veteran vol- 
unteer in same regiment, and served until discharged, April 20,1866. I had fre- 

uent light attacks of this disease, which had but little injurious effect (as I 
thought then), so I said nothing about it for a year or more after my discharge. 

I then applied to a physician for relief, which he could not give; nor did he 
tell me I was affli with epilepsy. The fits kept increasing in severity, and 
in 1878 | applied for pension. Not until that time did I know to a certainty that 
I was afflicted with that disease epilepsy. Dr. Baker, an old and reliable physi- 
cian, assured me it was, and that it was caused by !ying in the hot sun, and the 

caused by the discharge of a heavy siege gun, near which [ was lying. I 

now I have furnished the evidence of one non-commissioned officer,and I 
think two, and another comrade, who were present atthe time. My memory is 
being so weakened 7 these fits that I can not tell how many witnesses I did 
furnish at the time of application, but their evidence is there. I also sent the 
evidence of ten or twelve neighbors and comrades in regard to my health for 
several years prior to enlistment,and down to the present time. These wit- 
nesses are as reliable as any commissioned officer or surgeon. But no, because 
all my commissioned officers are dead, and because the surgeon did not force 
me to take his medicine and record it on his book, it is all untrue. I am dis- 
honest and trying to swindle the Government, all these witnesses are swearing 
to lies,and our claim can not receive favorable consideration by the Pension 
Office. Where, in the name of God, is there any reason or justice in such pro- 
ceeding? Were I not unable to procure tiie necessaries of life for myself and 
wife, and if that disability had not been caused while in the service of the Gov- 
ernment, then I would not have asked her help. 

But we came to Kansas near eight years ago to get ahome. I have gained 
but ae tones am not to blame—owing to bad crops and the condition of my 
health (principally from epilepsy), it has been all we could do to live. I have 
been compelled to give up my farming, as I have from one to three fits a day, 
and it is unsafe for the to be alone. Is this not enough to entitle me to help 
from the Government? I have proven that I served my country four years 
and eight months. I furnished reliable evidence that while in that employ I 
became disabled, thereby losing (to some extent) the right use of both mind 
and body. YetI am undeserving. I lack competent testimony to show that 
Iam worthy ofaid. The only reason for this rejection is, it is not self. Black 
claims thatthe records show that I was examined by a surgeon January 1, 1864, 
and pronounced free from all bodily defects and mental infirmity at that time. 
The records may show this, yet itis untrue, I was not examined by any sur- 
geon, either at enlistment or re-enlistment, and had I been examined at that 
time it would have been the same, for I was not working in a fit when I re-en- 
listed, nor near the time, and that was the only time then that they could have 
discovered that I was affected with epilepsy,and as I wanted to re-enlist, I was 
not fool enough to hand in any complaints then. These are the facts, and I 
again beg that you will do me the honor to look at them. 

Thanking you for your great kindness to me, I am, with great respect, your 
humble servant. 

W. H. BECK. 

Hon. J. J. INGALLS, 


No.9.—James C. CHANDLER. 


A re-examination of the evidence in this case fully sustains the statement of 
fact set forth in the Senate report, the President’s objections to the contrary not- 
fel memape 2 It is difficult to see why this bill should not become a law. The 
captious and unfounded inferences and innuendoes contained in the veto mes- 
“2 not shake the proof that is in the case. 

© — hereto the former report of this committee and the message of the 


[Senate Report No. 414, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The claimant, James C. Chandler, enlisted in Company A, Ninth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers, August 27, 1361, and wasdischarged June 1, 1862, for disability. 
He re-enlisted January 3,1864,in Company M, Eleventh Indiana Cavalry, and 
was mustered out September 19, 1865. He first applied fora pension May [4, 
1369, alleging that while detailed to guard company wagon at Pittsburg Land- 
ing, about April 8, 1862, the horses ran away, and in endeavoring to stop them 
he was thrown down and the fore wheel of the wagon ran over his left ankle, 
dislocating the joint, causing ulcer sores and lameness. In a subsequent appli- 
cation he alleges typhoid fever and resulting rheumatism and disease of back in 
region of kidneys, contracted at Corinth, Miss., in May, 1862. The first applica- 
tion was rejected because of no record in the War Department of alleged injury 
to ankle (medical records Ninth Indiana Volunteers, Pittsburg Landing, Tenn., 
oten file one ne tive evidence of its in in oe and line of duty. 

was rejected because of no disability from same sin 
date of the filing of the application. . wos 

The evidence is ~~ i _ematas that the assistant sur- 

who treated him for ty ever ysician who treated him on 
his way home are both dead. ve 

Milroy testifies that claimant's left ankle was dislocated by a wagon 
running over it at Pittsburg Landing about April 2, 1862, and that the disability 
existed as as he was wu it’s observation. This testimony is cor- 

toborated by of Sa Sherman, who on a aw: 
Chapman testify that mant incurred typhoid fever 
at Corinth, Miss., and was sent away from regiment; was sick two weeks be- 


Major Hannum testifies that he knew claimant well while in service and 
tien to enlistment; that for a period of about five months following March, 
onnoitie = t complain of pele an bie bork. ane m4 him 

was suffering w pain and soreness ck, In July, 1865, d 
ee OD ; - ean 
fam ysician, testifies prior to enlistment claim- 
RE nT, that about 1865 he treated him for inflammatory uleer near the 
in for a bilious attack, in 1867 for fractured arm and inflamma- 
tory rheumatis=a, again, in 1868, for irfammatory rheumatism, and treated him 
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two or three times per year after that,the principal treatment being for chills, 
rheumatism, &c. 


This evidence is corroborated by that of neighbors and comrades as to lame- 


ness in back and rheumatism since discharge. 


The medical board rate his disability at one-fourth. 
Your committee believe that the evidence filed shows that claimant was dis- 


abled in some degree by reason of his service in tae Army, and therefore report 
the bill, with a recommendation that it do pass, 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 149, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bili 1630, with his 


objections thereto. 
May 24, 1886.—Read, laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate of the United States: 


I return without approval Senate bill number sixteen hundred and thirty, en- 


titled “An act granting a pension to James C. Chandler.”’ 


It appears from the report of the committee to whom this bill was referred, 


and from an examination of the official records, that the proposed beneficiary 
first enlisted on the 27th day cf August, 1861,and about nine months thereafter, 
on the first day of June, 1862, was discharged on account of disability arising 
from chronic bronchitis. 


Notwithstanding the chronic character of his alleged disability, he enlisted 


again on the third day of January, 1864, seventeen months after such discharge. 


No statement is presented of the bounty received by him upon either enlist- 


ment. 


He was finally mustered out on the nineteenth day of September, 1865. 
He first applied for a pension under the general law in May, 1869, alleging that 


in April, 1862, he was run over by a wagon and injured in hisankle. This acci- 
dent occurred during his first enlistment, but instead of the injury having been 
then regarded a disability he was discharged from such enlistment less than 
two months thereafter, on account of chronic bronchitis. 


It appears from the committee’s report that his application was rejected, and 


that another was afterward made alleging that the claimant had been afflicted 


with typhoid fever, contracted in May, 1862, resulting in ‘rheumatism and 


disease of the back in region of kidneys.”’ 


This application wasalso rejected on the ground that any disability that might 
have arisen from the cause alleged “‘ had not existed in a pensionable degree 
since the date of filing the claim therefor,”’ which was February 10, 1885. 

There still remained an appeal to Congress; and probably there was not want- 
ing those who found their interests in advising such an appeal and who had at 
hand Congressional precedents which promised a favorable result. That the 
parties interested did not miscalculate the chances of success is demonstrated 
by the bill now before me, which in direct opposition to the action of the Pen- 
sion Bureau grants a pension toa man who, though discharged from enlistment 
for acertain alleged disability, made two applications for a pension based upon 
two distinct causes, both claimed to exist within two months prior to such dis- 
charge, and both different from the one upon which he accepted the same; and 
notwithstanding the fact that the proposed beneficiary, after all these disabili- 
ties had occurred, passed an examination as to his physical fitness for re-enlist- 
ment, actually did re-enlist, and served till finally mustered out at the close of 
the war. 

If any money is to be given this man from the public Treasury, it should not 
be done under the guise of a pension. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MAnsion, May 24, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of Washington on Monday, the seventh day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. } 

Act granting a pension to James C. Chandler. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof James C. Chaudler, late of Come 
pany A, Ninth Indiana Volunteers and Eleventh Indiana Cavalry. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore, 


I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secrelary, 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


No, 10.—M. RoMaur. 


The regiment to which this claimant was attached was made up of men over 
forty-five years of age, consequently not liable to military service, who enlisted 
with the understanding that they were to perform guard duty and the liké, but 
were nevertheless put into the most active service, and made a most honorable 
record. The claimant is now over 70 years of age, and poor. 

The message contains an erroneous statement of the facts, as is shown by the 
brief of the evidence made up by the Pension Office, and every allegation inthe 
report of your committee heretofore appears to be fully sustained by the evi- 
dence. We deem it unnecessary to do more than toappend, in connection with 
a portion of a letter from the claimant, the report of this committee and the 
message of the President. 

CAMANCHE, Iowa, March 30, 1833. 
Tothe Pension CoMMISSIONER: 

With this [send you such evidence as I have been able to find. Our regi- 
mental surgeons, Finley and Dorn, are dead ; therefore I send the statement of 
my family physician, Dr. C. H. Manning, at present in Chicago; also my cap- 
tain’s and my own sworn statements, and that of one of my comrades, P. b. 
Littlejohn, who was about two years our orderly sergeant. Evidence that I 
was a perfectly healthy man when enlisted, and have not met with an accident 
to break my shoulder since the war I can procure any number of witnesses, as 
I have not changed my residence for thirty-one years, but as to eye-witnesses 
of the accident I have not been able to get them; the postmaster of Vincennes 
has not answered my letter of inquiry, neither can | find out where comrade 
Blake is, or if he is dead or alive. I respectfully submit this evidence and wait 
for further orders. 


[Senate Report No. 526, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The records show that said Romahr was a private in Company K, Thirty- 
seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteers, and enlisted in September, 1862, and was 
discharged on May 24, 1865. 

Declaration for pension filed December 5, 1882, in which claimant alleges var- 
icose veins, caused by standing guard in the winter of 1862-'63; also an injury 
to breast and right shoulder, caused by railroad accident while he was on detail 
duty, about May 15, 1865, . 
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aim rejected March 6, 1884, on the ground that claimant can not furnish 
satisfactory evidence as to origin of disability in line of service. 

It is shown by the affidavit of Dr.C. D. Manning that claimant was a healthy, 
robust man before enlistment, which statement is corroborated by affidavit of 
Capt. J.G. Crane, Company K, Thirty-seventh lowa Volunteers, and also by 
aftidavitof Corpl. P. B. Littlejohn, Company K, Thirty-seventh Lowa, the latter 
testifying to the varicose veins and to the injury to shoulder; saw the viens 
when the trouble was originally diseovered, as stated by claimant, and knows 
he was injured while on detailed duty, as stated, by train going through a bridge. 

Claimant has been treated by Dr. C. D. Manning, who was his family physi- 
ciar. from 1871 to 1880, and he treated him for varicose veins and neuralgia of 
shoulder, which the doctor swears seems to have been broken. Claimant was 
compelled to give up his trade because of the varicose veins and lameness in 
shoulder; knows that claimant has grown worse from year to year. 

The foregoing statements are corroborated by the certificate of the cxamining 
surgeon, which states that he found the varicose veins as stated, and that they 
were very much enlarged; also that claimant has a dislocation of the collar-bone, 
leaving the joint dropped downward an inch, so as to impair the forward mo- 
tion of the arm. Ocertificate signed by P. J. Farnsworth, examining surgeon. 
Taking into consideration all the evidence on file in this case, the com.nittee be- 
lieve it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill, and recommend its passage. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 160, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1441, with his 
objections thereto. 


June 1, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed, 
To the Senate: 


I return hterewith Senate bill number fourteen hundred and forty-one, en- 
titled “An act granting a pension to M. Romahr.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill enlisted September 13, 1862, and was dis- 
charged May 24, 1865. 

He filed his claim in the Pension Bureau December 5, 1882, alleging that in the 
winter of 1862 from being put on duty—standing guard excessively—he became 
afflicted with varicose veins. His Army record shows no disability of any kind, 
though he served more than two years after the date at which he alleges his in- 
jury was incurred. His application was rejected on the ground that no record 
of his disability appeared, and that the evidence of the same filed upon such ap- 
plication was insufficient, 

The claim now made to Congress for relief is the same as that made to the 
Pension Bureau, with the allegation added that in May, 1865, his breast and 
shoulder were injured by a railroad accident while he was on detail duty. 

If the latter described injury really existed, it is exceedingly strange that it 
found no place in his claim before the Pension Bureau; while the account given 
of the cause of his alleged varicose veins must surprise those who are at all 
familiar with the character of that difficulty and the routine of Army service. 
His continued performance of military duty after he incurred this Cente. 
the fact that he made no claim for pension on that account until twenty years 
had passed, and the unsatisfactory evidence now produced to support his al- 
legation, tend to induce the suspicion that the decision of the Pension Bureau 
was entirely just and that this bill is not based upon substantial merits. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive Mansion, June 1, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the gy of Washington on Monday, the seventh day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five.] 


An act granting a pension to M. Romahr. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. Romahr, late a pri- 
vate in Company K, Thirty-seventh Regiment of lowa Volunteer Infantry. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House o resentatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 

I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 

ANSON G. McCOOK, 


Secretary 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


No, 11.—Avucustvus F. STEVENS, 


A re-examination of the evidence in this case shows that the original report 
is a fair statement of its merits and of the evidence in support thereof. It is, 
however, of a character that an honest, capable man could decide either to al- 
low or reject it; if he were biased against pape claims generally, he would 
probably refuse to allow it, but if, on the other hand, he were inclined in favor 
of such claims, and disposed to give the benefit of every reasonable doubt to 
those who periled their lives tosave their country in its time of need, he would 
probably admit the claim, 

We append hereto the report of the committee, heretofore made, and the 
message of the President. 


[Senate Report No. 619, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The record shows that the petitioner enlisted as a private in Company L, Sec- 
ond Regiment Dlinois Cavalry, on the 12th of August, 1861, and was d 
October 4, 1861. The regimental surgeon, who issued the certificate of discharge, 


says: 

*] find him incapable of performing the duties of a soldier, because of general 
debility, advanced age, unfit for service before entering." 

He asks for a disability pouties on the ground that he contracted chronic 
diarrhea, or dysentery, while in the service. It appears from the evidence that 
he has long been a broken-down man; that he has been continously treated for 
the ailments named and forothercomplaints. There isevidence from comrades 
and from other persons who have known him long showing that he was in =e 
health when he enlisted, and that his illness almost immediate} that 
event, but there is a quantity of contradictory testimony binned te about equal 
proportion for and against the claimant. 

From the fact that the petitioner was less than sixty days in the service, it 
would appear almost impossible that he should have contracted disease in the 
line of duty; nevertheless, he was as a sound man, which he undoubt- 
edly was to an extent that qualified him for occupation that enabled him to carn 
a support. Lf he was not fit to enter the military service, the fault was not his 
that he was accepted and sent to the front, and, while it is possible that his age 
and other infirmities were a disqualification, the committee are 
that if he had been rejected, as it is asserted he should have been, 
been in better pores condition, and not in his present needy 


The bill is ore reported favorably, with a recommendation that it 
pass, : 


[Senate Ex. Doc, No. 163, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1726, » 
objections thereto. 
June 3, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordere: ; 
printed. 
To the Senate: 


I return herewith, without approval, Senate bill number seventeen | 

and twenty-six, entitled “An act granting a pension to Augustus Fi; 
vens.” 
It appears that this claimant enlisted August 21, 1861,and was discharg.j ,, 
the 3d da of October, 1861, after a service of less than two months, upon a ped. 
ical certificate of disability which represented him as “incapable of perfor:j,, 
the duties of a soldier because of general debility, advanced age, unfit for se;,. 
ice before entering.” 

His claim is not based upon any wound or injury, but he alleges that he oo». 
tracted chronic diarrhea or dysentery while in the service. The committe: ; 
whom the bill was referred by the Senate admit that “there is a quantity of, 
tradictory testimony, biased in about equal proportion for and against the cia 
ant. 

His claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau in 1882, and again in 1855, af, 
a special examination concerning the facts, on the ground that the claimant }); 
— to show any pensionable disability contracted while he was in the sery. 

ce. 

The medical certificate upon which he was discharged makes no mention 
the disorders of which the applicant for pension now complains, but contains 
other statements which demonstrate that no allowance should be made to })))), 
by way of pension, unless uch pension is to be openly and confessedly regari¢. 
as a mere charity, or unless the medical certificate made at the time of discharge 
with the patient under observation, isto be, withoutany allegation to that effec. 
impeached. 

Il am not prepared either to gratuitously set at naught two determinations of 
the Pension Bureau, one very lately made, after a special examination—an( 
especially when the evidence produced before the committee to reverse the 
bureau's action is admitted to be “contradictory” and “biased in about equa! 
proportion for and against the claimant.” 

GROVER CLEVELAND 


EXEcurive Mansion, June 2, 1836. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun 
and held at the city of Washington on Monday, the seventh day of Decem» 
one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. ]} 

An act granting a pension to Augustus Field Stevens. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augustus Field Stevens 
late a private in Company L, Second Regiment IUinois Volunteer Cavalry 

JOHN G. CARLISLE 

Speaker of the House of Representati 
JOHN SHERMAN, 

President of the Senate pro temp 

I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 

ANSON G. McCOOK 


Se 


evary 


No, 12.—Joun 8S. WILLIAmMs. 


This soldier served from July 1, 1861, until he was discharged, July 26, 1% 
and the question raised in this case is as tothe origin or of the incurrence of tue 
disability in the service. He produces the evidence of two comrades, who are 
shown by confidential inquiries, made on the part of the Pension Office, to be 
truthful, establishing the origin of the disability in such service ; also the evi- 
dence of Lieutenant-Colonel, now Judge, Hines, that although he did not wit 
ness the accident, yet he heard of it at the time from members of the regimen! 
of which he was an officer. There seems to be no good reason to doubt that 
was so received. The claimant was in a regiment commanded by ex-) resid 
Hayes. 

We think the remainirg facts are sufficiently well set forth in the report « 
committee, annexed hereto, together with the message of the President. 


[Senate Report No. 312, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 


The claimant, John 8S. Williams, was a private in Company K, Twelfth Obio 
Volunteers, and of Company ©, Twenty-third Ohio Volunteers. He applied ‘o 
the Pension Office for a pension, but his claim was rejected by the Departwent 
on the ground “that there is no record of alleged injury of left shoulder, a0¢ 
that the claimant is unable to furnish the testimony of his surgeon or « 
or other satisfactory evidence of incurrence in the service and line of duly” 

The existence of the injury and disability at the present time is admiiie 
Treatment for two months by the regimental surgeon for injury is show! 

record. The claimant himself and several comrades testify to is" 

ceiving the injury, as alleged, in line of duty, and the continuance of the i= 
ability from nm until the present time is also shown by comrades and olier 
apparently reliable testimony. The claimant shows that the doctors, surgeo"* 
and officers who knew him are dead, and that would seem to be a satisfactory 
reason for his failure to procure their testimony. We are unable to see *") 
reason for the rejection of this claim. The examining surgeon finds the ess 
ence of the disability, and certifies that in his belief from his examination! 
was received in the service and in line of duty. There is no suggestion of iraus 
nor anything to justify the su ion if it were made. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 162, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 
Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill No.7" 
his objections thereto 


June 3, 1886.—Read and referred to the Committee on Pensions and ordered ! 
be printed. 


To the Senate: soe 
Senate bill number seven hundred and eighty-nine, entitled “Anact greo''"> 
@ pension to John 8. Williams,” is herewith returned without approvs! Lis 
claimant enlisted in 1861. Healleges that his shoulder was disloca'e’” 
ferrying troops across a river. The records of the War Departnc®) 
fail to furnish any information as to the alleged injury. He served te 
His claim for pension was rejected by the Per 
years after the time he fixes as the date of his injury 
delay he states as an excuse for the unsatisfactory naturr° 
surgeons, and officers who knew himare dead 
injury complained of is merely a dislocation of the 








1886. 


shoulder, and in view of the other facts developed in the case, I think the Pen- 
sion Bureau arrived at a correct conclusion when this claim was rejected. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 2, 1886, 


th Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 

gun and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of De- 

cember, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. ] 

An act granting a pension to John 8, Williams. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
{merica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of ee Te ae re S. Williams, late 

Cc K, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
re JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


I certify that this act originated in the Senate, 


(Forty-nin 


ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary. 

















































No. 13.—EpDWARD AYERS. 

The evidence in this case extends overa period of some twelve years or more, 
and is comp in a bundle of papers made up of closely written pages, mak- 
ing a mass about 9 inches long and 7 inches deep. 

A careful re-examination of this evidence shows that the facts stated in the 
Senate report are clearly proven, and it is of such an overwhelmingly prepon- 
derating character as, in the opinion of your committee, would be sufficient to 
convict in case of a criminal prosecution. In our judgment there is no excuse 
for any honest, impartial, and capable tribunal to reject this case upon the evi- 
dence as it was produced before the Pension Office. 

This man appears to have been the best soldier in his company. His claim 
was upon the pretense that he was unfit for service when mustered in 
or that his disability existed prior to enlistment. It seems that he had at some 
time in early life cut his foot, and had been slightly lame from it, possibly some 
other trifling and temporary hurt, but that did not prevent his being an exceed- 
ingly strong and able-bodied man, fit for the war, and as such he was accepted. 

The injury for which it is now to grant him a pension is to the hip, 
which is shown to be a case of bad dislocation: one witness says, ‘‘now com- 
pletely yo joint, three inches above the original, entirely disabling him from 


manual labor. 

It has been alle that the soldier deserted, which is not in accordance with 
the facts. He did not desert. He was on detached service when hurt, went to 
his home for care instead of t:.% hospital, grew worse and overstaid his time, for 
which he was marked as adesurter. He, however, returned totheservice when 
sufficiently well to do so. Such technical desertions were innumerable by many 
of the best soldiers, and general i:egislation has in a large class of cases removed 
the consequences thereof. 

Yourcommittee consider the disallowance of this claim by the Pension Office 
as a great and inexcusable outrage, and a gross reflection upon the capacity, if 
not the integrity, of its a. It is, in short, the case of a most excellent 
soldier, who was actually and seriously disabled, but who avoided hospitalsand 
doctors all he could. I'e contracted that disability in rendering good service to 
the country, from which he hassuffered ever since. 

By the rejection of the case in the Pension Office he is precluded from obtain- 
ing any arrears of pension from the date of discharge to which he is undoubt- 
edly entitled, so that even should the present bill become a law he will suffer a 
great wrong at the hands of his country. This is, however, by reason of a new 
and we think wrong ruling by the present Commissioner. 

Your committee do not pretend that the case is free from conflicting testi- 
mony, but docontend that a fairexamination of it sustains the report heretofore 
made upon the controverted matters of fact. The reception of the injury is tes- 
tified to by several comrades whose testimony is unimpeached, as well as the 
continuance of the consequent disability and its gradual aggravation and in- 
crease until the present time. It seems that he was atthe time detailed from his 
company,and having in charge a piece of artillery,a piece of shell from one of 
the enemy’s —_— tore a limb from atree near him, which limb struck him on the 
left hip inflicting a severe wound and dislocating the same. His left leg is now 
3 inehes shorter than the other. 

We offered in explanation of this claim a letter from the father of the claim- 
ant to the Commissioner of Pensions, and the memorial of the claimant him- 
<a the report heretofore made in this case, and the message of the Presi- 

n 


IsDIANAPOLIS, Inp., Marion County: 
To Committee on special pension claims before Congress : 
I most lly ask your immediate attention by informing me as to the 


respectfu 
final result of said action pertaining said claim of which has been and is since 
proven to be a lawful and just claim for actual injury received on or about the 
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twelve years. I wish to know thereal cause of delay or rejection. Three years 
ago he received answer that if he would furnish the testimony of one of his offi- 
cers his claim would be recognized and settled; that was furnished, and the case 
was still delayed. Then was sent a special agent to his place for confirmation 
of testimony on both sides of the question, and the testimony of Captain Metiuire, 
their (the Government's) own witness, testified to his ability as a soldier, ableand 
did duties of a soldier ; that, he was the idier in his (MeGuire’s) 
company; and all that he did say thatcould in any way be construed to militate 
against his own testimony was that he thought he was | in that 
he was partly correct, as he did cut his foota while bef 1e service, 


not only best « 





mein his foot; 





vefore he entered t 


} 





with 


but was entirely well,so much so it did not interfere hisexamination; but 
he does not claim lameness in his foot, but in his hip, which is knocked com- 
| pletely out of joint three inches above the original, and is pronounced one of the 
worst cases of hip dislocation, entirely disabling him from manual labor. Now, 
as touching the possibility of his being lame in his hip before he entered the serv- 


ice, we give two very good reasons why this could not be the case. First, the 


family doctor, Mr. Milton Robbin’s testimony, who has known him ever since 
he was a child; second, his acceptance in the serviceand his record asa soldier. 
As touching his testimony, it is overwhelming in multiplicity and directness. 


Three of his comrades testify directly to his getting hurt at the battle of Day's 
Gap while on the raid. 


mind,is easily explained. A very short time after the battle, if not at the time 


} they were captured and the men paroled and sent home, being struck with a 


limb on the hip while exchanging shots with enemy, he being in atwo-yun bat- 
tery at the time, being [un] able to move with the boys, he preferred to go home. 
Of course his wound did not culminate or get to its worst at the time; he did 
not employ a physician till after got to Indianapolis, and appeared to get quite 
relief for a while. I think he was at home some three or four months under 


treatment, and then wascalled to report to his regiment in Tennessee or Northern 
Alabama till his time expired, and then the boys of the regime. t were induced 
to veteranize by the offer of a liberal bounty, and he, feeling pretty well, was 
induced to go with them, which he should not have done, nor would not have 


done if he had fully understood the serious nature of his case, for when he got 


home he was in a bad condition. Now, as to his condition when he entered the 
service, you have my and my wife and my neighbors’ testimony. Now, what 
I wish you to do is this, if come under your jurisdiction: Send a special exam- 


iner to Soldiers’ Home at Dayton, Ohio, examine all pension applicants, and 
grant the worthy. As I have had to fill the place of Government in taking 
leare] of my son until last June, when I got out of work, he went to the home. 
The Government had his service, while [I] foot the bill. 

Address : 


GEORGE W. AYERS, 
Donovan, Ih mquois County, rl. 
[National Military Home, Ohio.] 
To all whom it may concern, especially the honorable bodies assembled 
Srrs: In claim of Edward Ayers for pension, whose number is 181306, Com- 


pany F, Fifty-first Indiana Veteran Volunteers, I most respectfully ca!l your at- 
tention to the following facts in relation to said claim and its rejection: I en- 
listed in the year 1861 at Shelbyville, Shelby County, Indiana, and was enrolled 
at Indianapolis, Ind., as a private in said company and regiment, and with the 
rest was examined and pronounced sound and able-bodied man. I was admit- 
ted as such and soon after was sent with said command to the front for action. 
I did serve faithfully until I was injured, which occurred on or about the 30th 
of April, 1863, at the battle of Day’s Gap, Alabama, while during the Streight 
raid. My fuil time served was four years and eight months, including the two 
months off receiving treatment for said injury. During part of thattime I served 
as a detailed member of the Wighth Indiana Battery to act as cannoneer. I 
served one year, when I was assigned to my old command again to take part in 
said raid. 

Two pieces of cannon accompanied said raid, and I having had experience in 
Eighth Battery, I was again detailed to help man one of the guns while on said 
raid, and while so acting | became disabled in the following manner: A shell 
from enemy’s guns struck off a limb of a tree near me and said litab struck me 
on left hip joint, thereby dislocating the same, the injury so disabling me that [ 
was unfit for further manual duty for some time thereafter. At time of injury 
our command was on a charge, and soon after my comrades’ return I was con- 
veyed on limber of cannon, as there was no other way of conveyance at that 
time, and with said comrades suffered it through until with them was captured, 
and within twenty days was paroled for our homes. And then, and not until 
then, while at home, did receive medical aid, of which the affidavit of said treat- 
ment is now on file at Washington, D.C. Suffice it to say, at that time I gave 
pension but little or no thought on account of my folks being well off. But, 
sirs, since which time, in the year 1873, circumstances altered my case. My hip 
grew worse, my means less, and my chances fora livelihood very critical. I 
finally concluded to apply for a pension. solely upon the grounds of its being a 
just claim against the Government, and all there was to do was simply to ask 
for my rights. 

Honorable sirs, in the year of 1855 I had located atShelbyville, Shelby County, 
Indiana. In the latter part of same year I met an accident by a fall from an 
apple-tree, sustaining an injury of left arm, At another time,in the !atter part 






‘ed, 30th of April, 1863, at the battle of Day’s Gap, in the State of Alabama, said in- of 1861, I received an injury by cutting my left foot with an ax, but it being only 
as & jury of left hip caused by a limb strik me on said hip, dislocating the same | ® flesh cut between the bones, it soon healed up, so that I was not disabled there- 
: re for life, from at the time of my enlistment of same year. 
dix I further desire to state my claim referred to above has be2n pending on files The above injuries was the exact statement by me in answer to Examiner D. 
‘her ever since 1872, since which time I have produced a large rumber of affidavits | T- White, of Indianapolis, Ind., as to my prior injuries. Said statement is the 
ons 8 positive proof of my oft-re assertions; and { further declare that | 0"!y grounds upon which it seems my case was rejected, as they claim I ad- 
tory lam suffering from said alleged injury to the extent that I am wholly unable to mitted my alleged hip injury was caused prior to enlistment, of which I can 
any perform any manual labor, and ually growing worse upon me. clearly say was not the case. As God is my judge I never received any injury 
sast- lagain most respectfully ap to your justice in the ma\ter of right by grant- of left hip joint prior toservice. Said statement of Mr. White was wholly un- 
on it ing one who is and has been lawfully entitled to same ever since my discharge true, a sad mistake upon his part against me by misconstruing said statement. 
aud. in 1865. My alleged injury of left hip dated only from the 30th of April, 1863, while in 
Yours, with truth and justice, active duty in said battle of Day’s Gap, Alabama, for which I claim a pension is 
EDWARD AYERS, due me,and for which the same has been proven by a number of privates as 
Company F, 5ist Indiana Infantry Volunteers, claim 181,306. well as officers, together with a number of my old acquaintances as to prior 
’ soundness; further, I could not of had any such hip injury prior to enlistment, 
ee because such did not exist at that time, and there being no such thing known to 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION Orricr, ail me, why I received so strong a statement by my old residents,thus why I 
9 with Washington, D. C., January 9, 1886. could not of admitted of any hip disability prior to service. Said parties who 
Sim: In response to your request I have the honor to transmit herewith the | *Stified as to my soundness were my close associates, went to school wt): me, 
= eo for pension of Edward Ayers, late a private of Company F, | We™t Swimming with me, and in various ways had full knowledge of nc, and 
ve rst Indiana Volunteers, claim No. 131,306. The claim was rejected on the | S#ould there have been any hip injury they would have known it sails 
ground that the a) injury to hip existed prior to claimant's enlistment. Now, honorable sirs, I desire a full, just investigation of my p spers relative 
Very . to my claim for pension now on file at Department Pension Oilice, W ashington, 
ting WM. E. McLEAN D.C, I further desire that you shall give close attention to the affidavit of Mrs. 
Acting Commissioner, Flynn, who was the wife of my captain, John Flynn, now dead, in regards what 
ted in Hon, Jom I. Mrrewene, ? she, Mrs. Flynn, heard her husband say repeatedly ; and also if you will notice 
pment Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate closely the affidavits of those that knew and had better knowledge of my in- 
rward , ; juries prota. Sg said battle, whose ae are William Whicker, James Whit- 
Ppet- oo comb, officer Thomas A. Morrison, and others. And again I desire that my 
Aiur j Mr. Commissioner BLAcK: Donovan, ILL., August 4, 1885. father’s family physician, Milton Robin's statement, who has known me ever 
ture Se: I d ‘ since I was a mere child and has treated most all the family, but never had any 
Regimens tek ion in behalf of my son Edward Ayers, of Company F, Fifty-first occasion to treat me prior to service, on account of my being sound and healthy 
of the Volunteers, claim R 141306, which has been pending about | boy, and had no knowledge whatever of any ailment. All of suid patties in 
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good standing, I do heartily recommend them, as well as will refer you to my 
folks as.to their good standing and my truthful assertions, based upon good 
grounds by reason of their close attention tome. Now, honorable sirs, with 
this plain and simple statement, with justice backing it up, I trust that all 
wrongs will be righted by numbering me among those that are on the rolls for 
a just pension. 

EDWARD AYERS. 


|Senate Report No. 602, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 


The petitioner was a member of Company F, Fifty-first Indiana Volunteers. 
His application has been pending a long time before the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the testimony is voluminous, and to some extent contradictory. The 
claim is based upon an alleged injury to the hip, received at the battle of Day's 
Gap, Ga ,in April, 1863; and the ground of rejection is that the injury existed 

»rior toenlistment, The record evidence proves that he was in this engagement, 

ut there is no proof from this source that he was wounded. By numerous 
comrades who were present it is proven that he was hurt by the explosion of a 
shell, as claimed. It is also shown that he has been disabled ever since; and 
the examining surgeon specifically describes the wound, and twice verifies that 
he is permanently disabled. : 

From the fact that a man was exceedingly liable to injury under the circum- 
stances in which he was placed, and fiom the evidence of eye-witnesses, the 
committee are of opinion that he was vrounded as alleged. As to existence of 
the disability before enlistment, it does not seem probable or even possible that 
the soldier would have been accepted in the shattered condition described by 
the evidence on file. 


The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 151, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 363, with his 
objections thereto. 


MAY 2, 1886.—Read, laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate of the Uniied States : 


A bill which originated in the Senate entitled “‘An act granting a pension to 
Edward Ayers,” and numbered three hundred and sixty-three, is herewith re- 
turned withoutapproval. 

The person named in this bill enlisted October 3, 1861, in an Indiana regiment, 
and was mustered out of the service December 13,1865. He represents that he 
was injured in the hip at the battle of Day’s Gap, April 30,1863, and for this a 
pension is provided for him by the bill under consideration. His application 
for pension has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that it was 
proved on a special examination of the case that the claimant was injured by a 
fal! when a boy, and that the injury complained of existed prior to his enlist- 
ment. 

i here is not a particle of proof or a fact stated either in the committee's re- 
port or the records in the Pension Bureau, so far as they are brought to my 
notice, tending to show that the claimant was in hospital or under medical care 
a single day during the whole term of his enlistment. 

The report of the committee contains the following statement: 

“The record evidence proves that he was in this engagement, but there is no 
proof from this source that he was wounded. By numerous comrades who were 
present it is proven that he was hurt by the explosion of a shell as claimed. It 
is also shown that he has been Picathed over since; and the examining surgeon 


specifically describes the wound, and twice verifies that he is oa dis- 
n 


abled. From the fact that a man was exceedingly liable to injury under the 
circumstances in which he was placed, and from the evidence of eye-witnesses, 
the committee are of opinion that he was wounded as alleged.” 

A wound from a shell causing the person injured to be “ disabled ever since” 
usually results in hospital or medical treatment. Not only is there no such 
claim made in this case, but, on the contrary, it appears that the claimant served 
in his regiment two years and nearly eight months after the alleged injury, and 
until he was mustered out. 

It is represented to me by a report from the Pension Bureau that after his al- 
leged wound, and in May or June, 1863, the claimant deserted, and in July of 
that year was arrested in the State of Indiana and returned toduty without trial. 
If this report is correct, the party now seeking a pension at the hands of the 
Government for disability incurred in the service seems to have been capable 
of considerable physical exertion, though not very creditable, within afew weeks 
after he claims to have received the injury upon which his application is based. 

GRJVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 24, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of eran, on Monday, the seventh day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hund and eighty-five. 


An act granting a pension to Edward Ayers. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Ayers, late of 
Company F, Fifty-first Indiana Veteran Volunteers. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 


Secretary. 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


No, 14.—James E. O’Sura, 


A re-examination of the evidence in this case satisfies your committee that 
the original report made by them is just, and that the statements therein are 
fully borne out by the testimony. It would seem that this soldier was a very 
brave and trustworthy man, a scout and prisoner of war who rendered danger- 
ousand most efficient service. He has many wounds and isa completely broken- 
down man. We have seen him. He is now in the Soldiers’ Home in this Dis- 
trict. Instead of being a deserter the records prove that alth tried he was 
found “ not guilty.” report of this committee is right, and the sneers of 
the veto uncalled for. Apparently there can have been no examination what- 
ever of the evidence by the author of the veto in person. To veto this brave 
and patriotic old soldier into h as a deserter in addition to all the rest is a 
carelessness, to say the least, of which your committee has not been guilty. 
Here is food for thought and an opportuuity for reparation. 

War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 12, 1886. 

My Dear Bon: The bearer, James E. O’Shea, is an old soldier of the volunteer 

army. From a careful examination of his case I am satisfied that he has been 
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ae treated, and if you can do anything to assist him until his cace /, 
= or pension) in Congress is settled, it will be appreciated and {,)\..' 
served. ' 
He was charged on the records with desertion. I found the facts to be | 
was tried for desertion, but found not guilty. I therefore removed t)}\. , 
and his bill will doubtless pass both Houses of Congressin due time. (... 
Loaan I understand has charge of it. 
Yours, faithfully, 
THOMAS Warp 
Asst. Adjt. Geni, Us '4 
Capt. Ropert CaTLix, 7 
Deputy Governor Soldiers’ Home, Washington, D. C. 


DECEMBER 19 
To the Governor of the Soldiers’ Home, Washington, D.C. : 

Your petitioners would respectfully represent that the bearer of this pei; 
James E. O'Shea, late of Company F, Twenty-third [Illinois Volunteers. .. 
old soldier who is trying to get a pension by reasons of disabilities wie), ),, 
claims were contracted while doing duty as asoldier. He is in very need, 
cumstances and is a worthy man. 

We respectfully ask that you will admit him to the privileges of the 1) 
while he is prosecuting his claim for pension. = 

THOMAS WARD,A. 4/4 ¢ 
CECIL CLAY, 
Bot. Brig. Gen., U.8. A., Chief Olerk Dept. of Justi 
JOHN W. MAHAN, 
Formerly Major 9th Mass. Vol. and Bvt. Lt. Col. U.S. y 
Vice-Pres., representing 5th Corps Society Army of Potomac. jx 

I concur. 

JNO. A. LOGAN 

We print the Senate report and the veto: 


[Senate Report No. 607, Forty-ninth Congress, first session 


The committee ascertain from the record report that this claimant enlist 
in April, 1861,and was discharged in October, 1864. He asks to be pensioned i 
disability occasioned by a gunshot wound in the leg, which was disallowed 9) 
the ground of want of evidence that he received the wound in the line of dy: 
The examining surgeon finds the wound, and describes the entrance and ex); 
the ball; also a wound or scar in the head, and the nearly total loss of sigh; 
one eye. The report of the Surgeon-General shows that the soldier was ‘ 
pital more than once, but the record does not give the cause for which he way 
treated. The Adjutant-General’s report shows that the man was under dis. 
pline for some irregularities, but, notwithstanding this and the lack of thers 
quired proof that he was wounded in the line of duty, the committee are of)» 
opinion that, situated as he was, he was very liable to,and very probably du* 
receive the wound from whieh he has suffered and is still sufferiny. 

The fact that the records of tie War Department are often imperfect works 
great hardship to men who apply for pensions,and where there is reasouad» 
proof to substantiate a claim the committee are of the opinion that the absene 
of record testimony should not deprive him of relief. 

Inasmuch as there is proof that the soldier received the wound, anid that hes 
badly disabled from it and other causes shown by the medical exatminers, ani 
that he is old and destitute, the bill is reported favorably with a recommends 
tion that it do pass. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 161, Forty-ninth Congress, first session 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 327, 
jections thereto. 


June 3, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to & 


printed. 
To the Senate : 

I return without approval Senate bill number three hundred and twenty 
entitled “An act granting a pension to James E. O’Shea.”’ 

From the report of the committee to whom this bill was referred, | learn tut 
the claimant enlisted in April, 1861, and was discharged in October, | 4 

He filed a claim in the Pension Bureau alleging that he received a saber wound 
in the head March 7, 1862, and a gunshot wound in the left leg in the autumn 
the same year. ; 

It rs upon examination of his military record that there is no mento 
of ei disability, and that he served two years after the time he claims 
have received these injuries. So far from being disabled, it is report:daa 
incident of his army life that in the year 1864 this soldier was found guity« 
desertion and sentenced to forfeit all pay and allowances for tlic time he ww 
absent. 

The report of the committee, in apparent explanation of the lack of any of 
ciai mention of the injuries all , declares that ** the fact that the records 
the War Department are often imperfect, works great hardship to men #0 
apply for pensions;” and his conviction of desertion and the lack of pr! 
sustain his allegations as to his injuries are disposed of as follows in tue com 
mittees report: 

“The Adjutant-General’s report shows that the man was under discip ine'* 
some irregularities, but, notwithstanding this and the lack of the req! - 
that he was wounded in the line of duty, the committee are of the opinion 
situated as he was, he was very liable to, and very probably did, receive We 
wound from which he has suffered and is still suffering.” : 

Iam convinced that there exists serious difficulty on the part of the cams" 
instead of in the record of the War Department; that the kind of irresus" 
for which he was under discipline is calculated to produce a lack of conden 
in his merits as a pensioner; and that the fact of his situation being such * © 
render him liable to receive a wound is hardly sufficient to establish his mg: 
a soldier’s pension, which is only justified by injuries actually received aud © 
firmatively proven. —— 

GROVER CLEVELA™’ 


Executive MAnston, June 2, 1836. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session. "=" 
and heid at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of Decco 
one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. 

An act gra ting a pension to James E. O’ Shea. unten 
Be a enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Unite is a d 
the Secretary of the Interior be and be # 
on the pension-roll, subjec tto the SS 
n laws, the name of James E. 0 Sie 
is Volunteers. < 
JOHN G. CARLISLE : 
Ho f Representative 
— JOHN SHERM AN 
certify that President of the Senate pro tempore 
ee mite. ANSON G. Mc‘ ae 
secretat 
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No. 15.—J. D. Haworrtn. 


A careful re-examination of the evideme in this case will convince any fair 
mind that the report heretofore made by the committee (Senate Report No. 633) 
does not state the claimant's case as strongly as itshould be. The ground al- 
leged for the rejection of this case is that the disease of the eyes, from which 
claimant suffers, existed prior to enlistment. In regard to that we are of opin- 
ion, that although there may have been a hereditary tendency to weakness of 
the eyes, yet it appears clearly that the serious development of this trouble was 
almost wholly attributable to his service, and that it has continued ever since. 
The soldier rendered long and faithful service, and the rejection of his claim on 
the ground that the disability was contracted before entering it works exceed- 
ing hip and injustice. This man is old, poor, and blind, and the country 
which he served so well and faithfully ought to help him in this extremity, It 
will help him if there is any soul left in it. a “ae 

We append hereto in further explanation the petition of his citizens and com- 
rades respecting the veto, as well as the Senate report containing a statement of 
the facts, and the message of the President. 


HEADQUARTERS CHARLTON Post, No. 143, G. A. R., 
Richland, Iowa, June 14, 1886. 


Whereas a bill pensioning our comrade, James D. Haworth, has passed both 
branches of Congress; and 

Whereas Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, has vetoed the 
same,thus depriving a worthy, honored, and a deserving ex-soldier and com- 
_ of the benefit of the action of the said Congress, which is his just dues; 
an 

Whereas we, as citizens and comrades, have known said comrade, James D. 
Haworth, intitsately and well, some of us from a time dating before the late 
war, and believing that a great injustice has been done our comrade, leaving a 
ogee upon his c r, that o pangs 3 Therefore, be it 

esolved, That we earnestly condemn the action of the President in said veto, 
and believe that he was not properly informed in the case; that we ask, and 
earnestly insist that the United States Senate and House of Representatives, and 
each member thereof, to use their best endeavors to pass the same over the veto 
of the President, that justice may be done to our comrade, neighbor, and friend, 
who served in the Army for three years, 

Resolved, That comrade James D. Haworth has our permission to furnish the 
Senate Committee and Committee of the House on Pensions, also such mem- 
bers of Congress, a copy of these resolutions at his pleasure. 

Unanimously adopted by Charlton Post, No. 143, June 14, 1886. 

8. E. JOHNSON, 


Commander, 
Attest: LEWIS HORTON, 
Adjutant. 


[Senate Report No. 633, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


That the records in this case show that the claimant was a sergeant in Com- 
pany H, seer Sed Regiment Iowa Volunteers, and that he served with the 
regiment until about. the month of April, 1863, when he began to complain of 
“sore eyes,” and was treated for sore eyes by AssistantSurgeon William Scott, 
of the -third Iowa Volunteers, and that he excused claimant from duty 
at Little Rock, Ark., in the spring or summer of 1863,“ because of blindness in 
right eye and weakness of left eye ;”” and there is evidence to show that he did 
not continue in his regiment after this time, but was transferred to Company 
H, Twenty-first Regiment, Veteran Reserve Corps, where he remained until the 
expiration of his term of service, when he returned to his home. 

Declaration for pension filed February 20, 1879, in which claimant alleges 
“sore eyes, with complete loss of right eye, and injury to the left eye.” Claim 
rejected November 4, 1880, on the ground that there is “ no satisfactory proof 
that the affection of the eyes is due to disability arising from service, but ex- 
isted prior to service.”’ 

The affidavits of the claimant’s mother, two sisters, and a brother clearly show 
that the claimant could not see out of his right eye from early childhood, and 
was called “ blind” in that eye, although their testimony shows that he could 
see a little out of that eye, but not much. 

One sister testifies that claimant did use an “ eye-water” to bathe his eyes 
with occasionally when they became “sore,” and that it was the same eye- 
water as his father used, who was said to have the same trouble with his eyes. 

wt from this testimony, therefore, that the claimant had “sore eyes,” 
and the sight of the righteye was much impaired even in childhood, so that 
it can not be said the disease origi from causes growing out of the service. 

There is abundance of testimony to show that the claimant’s eyesight has 
a he entered the service, and is not now as good as it was before he 
en 

The committee believes that it is the object of the Government to pension all 
who are deserving and who have been impaired in health by faithful services 
pean, and it is shown by the record that the claimant is not able to per- 

manual labor, and often ae help to enable }:'m to get about, and that 
in consequence of his infirmity he is very poor. It is a‘so shown that the dis- 
—- — progressing and it will not be long be/ore claimant may become 
totally blind. 

Taking into consideration the evidence on file in this cas, your committee be- 
lieve it to be their duty to report in favorof this bill an~ recommend its pas- 
sage. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 158, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1253, with his 
objections thereto. 


May 28, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


rinted, 
To the Senate: . 


Thereby return without approval Senate bill number twelve hundred and 
fifty-three, entitled “An act granting a pension to J. D. Haworth.” 

It is by this bill to grant a pension to the claimant for the alleged 
loss of in one and the impairment of the vision of the other. 

From inf furnished me 1. im convinced that the difficulty alleged 
by this applicant had its origin in causes existing prior to his enlistment, and 
that his present condition of disability is not the result of his service in the 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Executive Mansion, May 28, 1886. 


[Ponty ssinth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be 
held at the city of Washington on Monday, the seventh day of Denenber, 
one thousand eight hundred : 


and eighty-five. 
An act granting a pension to J. D. Haworth. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
Sas Cena That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is sober, 
to place on the pension-rol!l, subject to the provisions 


and 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. D. Haworth, late a member of 
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Company H, Thirty-third Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and who was 
transferred, on account of disability,to Company H, Twenty-first Veteran Re- 
serve Corps, 


JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempor 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary. 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


No. 16.—ALFRED DENNY 
The principal facts in the case are set forth in the previous report of this com- 


mitiee, heretoappended. The examining surgeon in this case reports as follows: 
“This man has inguinal hernia of both sides. I bave at times seen him suffer 
very much from the left side, pain being very great indeed. He is compelledto 
wear a double truss or his bowels would descend into the secrotum."’ The 
claimant states in his declaration that “ being a post quartermaster he could not 
be treated bya regimental surgeon, but, upon the contrary, was treated by a 
private physician,” and that he had no comrades, not being a member of any 
company or regiment. 


James B. Welsh, United States examining surgeon, testifies that he has been 


the claimant’s family physician ever since the war; that since claimant's re- 
turn from the service he has been a continual sufferer from hernia; that he fre- 
quently attended claimant for jaundice and other diseases, which were aggra- 
vated by hernia; that he is totally incapacitated for the performance of manual 
labor. This is the testimony notonly of his family physician but of asworn ex- 
aminer of the Department, whose professional action and statements are relied 
upon by the Government in the adjudication of pension claims. Why his tes- 
timony should be rejected in this case it is impossible to conceive. 


The sneer inthe vetoat the wounds received by so many of our gallant cavalry 
~ q 


during their long rides and furious charges in the war indicates a state of mind 
that incapacitates, at least temporarily, an official for considering impartially a 
pension claim, 


It would be well if the horns of public indignation could be so applied that 


our soldiers could get simple justice in these times of peace. 


[Senate Report No. 521, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1192) granting 


a pension to Alfred Denny, beg leave to report back the same with recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 


Alfred Denny was mustered into the United States service asa captain and as- 


sistant quartermaster of volunteers on the 12th day of June, 1863, and was hon- 
orably discharged on the 3d day of June, 1864. His declaration for original ir- 


valid pension, signed and sworn to on the 4th day of March, 1884, shows that 
*“* while in the service and in the line of his duty at Chambersburg, in the State 


of Pennsylvania, on or about the 25th day of August, 1863, he was, by the sud- 
den movement of his horse, thrown upon the horn of his saddle, and received 
an injury, causing a rupture or hernia”’ that “ being a post quartermaster he 
could not be treated by a regimental surgeon, but, upon the contrary, was treated 
by a private physician.” 


The statement of the examining surgeon for the county in which Mr. Denny 


lives, Preble County, Ohio, dated July 19, 1884, shows from the time that Mr. 


Denny left the United States s rvice,as above stated, he has suffered from rups 


ture, “*so much sothat within the last three years the other side became affected, 
and a hernia appeared, which, from some cause, produced most excrutiating 
pain, so that a council of physicians had to be called in the case, his life being 
despaired of for the time.” The examining surgeon further states that he was 


Mr. Denny’s physician ‘ before he went into the service,’’ and has been ‘‘since 


he came out;” and he asserts that ‘I know that he has been wholly incapac- 
itated for manual labor ever since he came out of the Army, by reason of the 
continual suffering from these ruptures and consequent troubles.”’ 


The Commissioner of Pensions required Mr. Denny to furnish eviderce of 
“a commissioned officer or member of the company” to which he belonged, 


which it was manifestly impossible for him to do, as he belonged to no company 
or regiment, being a captain and assistant quartermaster; for the same reason 


he was unable to furnish evidence from the “ regimental surgeon”’ as to treat- 


ment, &c. 


Under all the circumstances the committee are of the opinion that Mr. Denny 
is entitled to a pension,and recommend that the bill be amended by striking 
out of lines 5 and 6 the words “at the rate of $20 per month,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “ subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws.” 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 176, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1192, with his 
objections thereto. 


JunNE 23, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions,and ordered to 
be printed. 
To the Senate: 


I return herewith without approval Senate bill number eleven hundred and 
ninety-two, entitled “An act granting a pension to Alfred Denny.”’ 

It appears that the claimant entered the United States military service as cap- 
tain and assistant quartermaster of volunteers on the 12th day of June, 1863, 
After remaining in such position for less thana year, he resigned to accept a civil 

sition. 

The short record of his military service discloses no mention of any accident 
or disability. But twenty years after his resignation, and on the 12th day of 
March, 1854, he reappears as an applicant for a pension, and alleges in his dec- 
laration, filed in the Pension Bureau, that in August, 1863, while in the line of 
duty, he was, by a sudden movement of the horse he was riding, thrown for- 
ward upon the horn of his saddle,and thereby received a rupture in bis right 
side, which at some time,and in a manner wholly unexplained, subscusntly 
caused a rupture in his left side also. 

The number of instances in which those of our soldiers who rode horse dur- 
ing the war were injured by being thrown forward upon their saddles twericate 
that those saddles were very dangerous contrivances. 

lam satisfied there is not a particle of merit in this claim,and no facts are 
presented to me which entitle it to charitable consideration. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXEcuTiIve MANSION, June 22, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session; be 
gun and held at the city of Washington,on Monday, the seventh day of Dw- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. } 

An act granting a pension to Alfred Denny. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, aue 
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thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Alfred Denny, late 


a& captain and assistant quartermaster, subject to the limitations and provisions | 


of the pension laws 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
rtify that this act originted in the Senate. 
ANSON G, McCOOoK, 
Secretary. 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


MARRILLA PARSONS. 


The previous report of this committee sets forth the principal facts upon which 
this application is based. There are numerous precedents for granting pen- 
sions in cases precisely like this, and we have never known Congress to ap- 
pealed to in like case with an unfavorable result. 

We append the report of the committee, together with the veto message, and 
recommend the passage of the bill, the veto of the President to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 


[Senate Report No. 638, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The facts in the case show that Marrilla Parsons is the widow of the late ex- 
Governor Andrew Parsons, of the State of Michigan, and the stepmother of the 
late Daniel P. Parsons, who enlisted in Company B, Thirteenth Regiment of Ll- 
linois Infantry, on the 24th of May, 1861; that he was discharged on the Ist day 
of February, 1863, for promotion as captain of Company D, Eleventh Regiment 
of Missouri Cavairy,and that from exposure incident to his service he was taken 
sick and died of consumption at Sterling, Ill., of the 13th of August, 1864, leav- 
ing no widow or children surviving him. Under the law Mrs. Parsons is not 
entitled to a mother’s pension, being the stepmother of the deceased, but the 
papers in the case show that from the time of her marriage until Daniel Par- 
sons, the deceased, left home she exercised the same care over him as a mother 
would have done, and that after the death of her husband and his father, in 
1854, the said Danie! Paarsons contributed from his wages to her support as if he 
had been her own son, and continued to do so up to the time of his death. She 
received from him the same treatment and affection that would have been given 
if he had been her ownson. The papers also show that Mrs. Parsons, for whom 
a pension is asked, was dependent upon the support given her by said Daniel 
Parsons, and that since his death she has been dependent upon other friends, 
having no property herself. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill for the reason that Mar- 
rilla Parsons is as much entitled to a pension as if she had been the natural 
mother of the late Daniel P. Parsons. 


No. 17. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 178, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Message from the President of the United States returning Senate bill 342, with his ob- 
jections thereto. 


JuNE 23, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
To the Senate : 


I return herewith without approval Senate bill number three hundred and 
Cen, entitled “An act granting a pension to Marilla Parsona, of Detroit, 
Michigan.” 

No claim has ever been made for a pension in this case to the Pension Bureau, 
probably for the reason that there is no pretext that the beneficiary named is en- 
titled to a pension under the general law. 

Daniel P. Parsons was herstepson, who enlisted in 1861 and died of consump- 
tion on the 13th day of August, 1864. 

‘There are no special circumstances to distinguish this case from many others 
whose claims might be made by a fag and there are no facts stated in 
support of the conelusion embodied in the committee’s report that the soldier 
was taken sick from exposure incident to the service. 

To depart from all rules regulating the granting of pensions by such an en- 
actment as is proposed would establish a precedent which could not fail to cause 


embarrassment and perplexity. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Mansion, July 22, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. ] 


An act granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, Michigan. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representat 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marvilla Poseeas of De- 
troit, Michigan, dependent stepmother of Daniel P. Parsons, late captain of Com- 


pany D, Eleventh Missouri Cavalry. 
of ae G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker louse 
JOHN ‘ 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 


By CHAS. W. JOHNSON.” 
Ohief Clerk. 


No.18.—Joux D, Ham, 


There is no dispute as to the accuracy of the statement of facts in the previous 
report of this committee, The bill was vetoed upon the ground that the claim- 
ant was not in the military service at the time he appears to have been injured. 
The evidence shows, however, that the injury was received after enlistment, 
after he was sworn in by the recruiting officer, and while he was on his way on 
any ee rae ananaidanes There is no contro- 
versy that the ury was rocei as alleged, nor that a permanent injury re- 
sulted therefrom, the consequences of which he is now suffering. 

There is no substantial dispute that if at the time this accident occurred this 
man had been formally m in, the Pension Office would have been obliged 
to allow the claim, This is showmby the decision of rejection made by the Com- 
missioner himself, and Congress has in many cases granted this where 
the claimants had never been formally mustered, upon the ground that after 
enlistment the soldier was actually in theserviceand subject to orders, although 
perhaps not within the strict purview of the general pension laws. 

It seems almost impossible io conceive of a great government like that of the 
United States taking advantage of such an informality as has been made the 
ground of the return of this bill by the Executive. The general law is perhaps 


ives of the United States of 


of so rigid and stringent a nature as to have required the decision of reject 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, who is of course bound by its letter upon 
technical ground; but that constitutes no necessity for the rejection of a 
after it had received the careful attention and sanction of both Houses. «. 
cially one so very clear, simple, and strong in its appeal to a sense of just 
this appears to be. 

We append the previous report of this committee and the mes 
President: 

[Senate Report No. 293, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

That he enlisted in the month of January, 1862,and was sworn into the < 
ice by Sergeant Darwin Fenno. 

Declaration for pension filed October 17,1879. Claimant alleges that he 
enrolled in January, 1862, by Sergeant Fenno, of Company G,First Regiment | 
consin Cavalry; that next day while on his way to join the regiment his hor. 
fell upon him and severely injured his left foot, so that he was unable to join }):. 
regiment, and has been lame ever since; that he was confined to his house «,.\.. 
eral months after the injury, and never reported to the regiment. 

That he remained at home until the 23d day of November, 1863, when hy 
drafted into the United States service and was ordered to report to Compa: 
First Wisconsin Infantry. In October, 1864, was transferred to Company | 
the Twenty-first Wisconsin Infantry, until June, 1855, when he was transf 
to Company E, Third Wisconsin Infantry, and remained with them unti! dis. 
cha , July 18, 1865. 

Claimant’s statement is corroborated by letter of D. T. Fenno, dated February 
17, 1881, astoenlistment. Aliso by affidavitof Louisa McCarty, dated Decen 
1885, asto enlistmentandastotheinjury. Also by affidavitof James C. Gre: 
dated September 13, 1880,as to claimant’s service in the several companies a 
regiments mentioned, and also as to his lameness and inability to drill and 
the injury of foot, which [ye been his walking or keeping place in his com- 
mand. Also by affidavitof Albert Barden, dated September 6, 1880, as to service 
of claimant in the several commands, and also as to his lameness and inability 
to walk, Also by affidavit of Henry Brown, dated July 9, 1883, as to injury, who 
was present with claimant at time of injury, and went after assistance to cet 
claimant home, and also saw him in the Army, and found him very lame. Also 
by affidavit of J. W. Dubois, dated December 24, 1885, as to lameness of claimant. 
Also by affidavit of the family physician, Dr. H. B. Dale, dated December 2 
1885, who first attended the injured man and describes the injury to foot. A|so 
by certificate of Examining Surgeon G. W. Dodge, M. D.,and J. Henry McN« 
M. D., dated March 21,1883, describing the injury to bones of foot and to the 
withering or atrophy of the foot and consequent lameness. 

Taking into consideration all the evidence filed, the committee believe it to 
be their duty to report in favor of the bill, and recommend its passage. 


sage 


isto 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 156, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 
Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1998 h 
his objections thereto. 
May 26, 1886.—Read, referred to the epaesiaee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
To the Senate of the United States: 

I return without approval Senate bill number nineteen hundred and ninety- 
eight, entitled “‘An act for the relief of John D. Ham,” which grants a pension 
to the party named. 

The claimant alleges that he enrolled in the Army in Suaneane, 1862, and was 
“sworn in at his own home;” that the next day he started on horseback (o ¢ 
to the regiment he was to join, and that on the way his horse fell upon his !c‘t 
ankle, whereby he sustained an injury which entitles him to a pension. 

His name is not borne upon any of the rolls of the regiment he alleges he was 
on his way to join. 

He filed his application for pension in the Pension Bureau October 17, 1579 
(seventeen years after his alleged injury), which was rejected apparently on 
the nd he was not in the military service when the disability claime: 


was incurred. 

He was drafted in 1863, and served until he was mustered out in 1565. 

It is entirely clear that this claimant wasnot inthe military service at the time 
hé claims to have been injured; and his conduct in remaining at home unti! |x 


was d nearly two years afterwards, furnished proof that he did not re- 
gard himself as in the mean time owin “ milltary duty. These considera- 
tions, and the further facts that upon being drafted he was accepted as physic- 
ally qualified for service, that he actually thereafter served a year and eight 
months, —> waited seventeen years before claiming pension for his 

ury, in my mind presen 
lief even if ty instead 


EXErcuTIvE MAnsIon, May 25, 1886. 


{Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of Washi m on Monday,the seventh day of |) - 
cember, one thousand eight hund and eighty-five. 

An act for the relief of John D. Ham. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Siuates «f 
fanerten Go Seneress eee, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, sutho: and directed to place the name of John D, Ham, late a pr- 
vate in Company M, First Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry, alsoa private in Com- 

G, First Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry, and in Company E, Twenty-!irmt 

ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. ; 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 


Speaker of the House of Representa!ives 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. : 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 


Secretary. 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, — 
Chief Clert. 


t a case upon which the claimant is entitled to no re- 
of just liberality is invoked. 
GROVER CLEVELAND 


No. 19.—Lovuis MELCHER. 

This bill seems to have been returned because the surgeon's certificate upo” 
which this soldier was d alleged disability as existing before —_ 
ment, and not mentioned to the mustering officers atthe time. It may be ss 
in the same recommended the who examint 

soldier upon his entry into the service. The captain made "? 

of over one hundred and fifty men, who were anxious to serv° 
his among them, selecting, as he says, this man b* 
perfectly sure he was an entirely sound man. Four or five com 
say that he was perfectly sound at enlistment. Upon the ¢v' 
presents a strong case for a pension. - 
was obliged, as a ofhis duty as such, to thoroughly — 
to find any such alleged sores or scars for himself, if they existed, 
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at the time of the enlistment, and it is no excuse to say that the soldier did not 
call the attention of the mustering officer to them, if he had any, and there is 
no reason to believe that he had any. The surgeon was probably prejudiced in 
some way when he gave the certificate of discharge. Such things were alto- 
gether too common, and in the hurry and excitement of the times many mistakes 
were made, and sometimes erroneous records from still worse motives. Even 
if there had been at some time a disability of the character alleged, it isevident 
that it was supposed to be fully healed, and that this man had fuily recovered 
from its effects. The exacting service performed was sufficient of itself to pro- 
duce the disability originally for which the claimant now asks to be pensioned. 
We consider the evidence clear and strong to sustain all the statements of the 
previous report made by your committee. Ro 
We append that report, and also the message of the President. 
[Senate Report No. 585, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The petitioner was a private in Company A, Second Michigan Infantry. He 
alleges that on the rapid march from Bull Run to Arlington Heights, through 
streams and without halting, he incurred disabilities which developed in ulcers 
in his legs, and for this he applied for a pension, which was denied by the Com- 
missioner on the ground that the disability was not a result of the service. 

The certificate of his discharge certifies that his incapacity is lameness, caused 
by previous repeated and extensive ulcerations of his legs,extending deeply 
am the muscles and impairing their powers and action by cicatrices, all ex- 
isting before enlistment. 

Witnesses who knew him testify that he was perfectly sound before enlist- 
ment, Theexamining surgeon finds the existence of the disabilities as claimed. 

The captain of his company testifies to the injuries and to their incurrence by 
hard marching. His neighbors testify that they were intimately acquainted 
with him long before enlistment, and that he was sound. The weight of testi- 
mony seems to be in favor of the claim. The medical skill of the examining 
surgeon who signs his discharge may have been at fault when he declares that 
the ulcers existed before enlistment; and this idea is favored from the fact that 
a man in the condition of this soldier at the time of this discharge would not have 
been able to endure a night’s rapid march from Bull Run to Arlington Heights. 

The committee report a bill for the relief of tne petitioner, with a recomenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 150, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 2186, with his 
objections thereto. 


May 24, 1886.—Read, laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate of the United States: 


I herewith return without approval Senate bill number twenty-one hundred 
and eighty-six, entitled “An act granting a pension to Louis Melcher.” 

This claimant enlisted on the 23th day of May, 1361, and was discharged for 
disability on the 16th day of August, 1861, having been in the service less than 
three months. 

The certificate of the surgeon of his regiment, made at the time of his dis- 
charge, stated his disability to be “lameness, caused by previous repeated and 
extensive ulcerations of his legs, extending aoply among the muscles and im- 
pairing their powers and action by cicatrices, all existing before enlistment and 
not mentioned to the mustering officers at the time.” 

Upon this certificate, given at the time of the claimant’s discharge, and while 
he was actually under surgeon’s observation, an application for a pension 
was rejected by the Pension Bureau. 

In the absence of anything im ing the ability and integrity of the surgeon 
of the bcp or certificate should, in my opinion, be regarded asa true state- 
ment of the condition of the claimant at the time of his discharge, though the com- 
mittee’s report suggests that the surgeon’s skill may have been at fault when he 
declared that the ulcers existed before enlistment. The cicatricesshowing beyond 
a doubt the previous existence of this difficulty would be plainly apparent upon 
an examination by a surgeon, and their origin could hardly be mistaken. The 
term of the claimant’s service was not sufliciently long to have developed and 
healed, even imperfectly, in a location previously healthy, ulcers of the kind 
mentioned in the claimant’s ication. 

My approval of the bill is therefore withheld upon the ground that I find noth- 

my examination of the facts connected with the case which impeaches the 
v of the ee eeeoa upon which the adverse action of the Pension 
was 


ue 
Bureau 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXecurive Mansion, May 24, 1886. 


Postpaint Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be 
held at the city of Washington on Monday, the seventh day of Deenatien, 

one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. j 

Granting a pension to Louis Me'cher. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in assembled, That the tary of the Interior be, and he is 
, au’ and directed to on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 

visions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Louis Melcher, late a 
private in Company A, Secon Infantry. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 


Secretary, 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 
No. 20.—Mrs. MARCHAND 


Legislation ever since the war is full of precedents for granting a pension 
$50 to Mrs, Marchand. The rejection of this bill requires, as on ath of ay 
thatthe precedents of the country shall be reversed and the pensions of widows 

rank, who have rendered long and distin- 
from $50 to $30a month. The evidence cer- 
fatal disease to have been in the service and the 
pa ea the breaking down of Commodore Marchand’s health, in con- 


sequence exposure in the service for many years, final! i 
een Tne mate Sat mates © Z ean not be furn fied, bee 
that the might obtain relief by special act. ’ i 
We append the Senate report and the message of the President. 

[Senate Report No. 171, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
The on Pensions, to whom referred the bill (S. 226) granting a 


Mosshend, bag leave to state theta bill foc thie antes 
tecind wanton of the Forty eighth et eekikenee ae 
the it t“£idinssidisdeaseckieaank 
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This committee beg to state further that they have examined the facts in the 
case recited in the affidavits of Mrs. Marchand and of the witness, Alice P. 
Thornton, which are hereto appended and made a part of this report: 

“On this 15th day of May, 1881, before me, Sprigg Harwood, clerk circuit court 
for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared Margaret D. Marchand, who, 
being duly sworn according to law, deposes an says as follows, to wit: 











“Inthe year 1861 my sband, the late Commodore John B. Marchand, then 
commander, was in command of the steamer James Adger, off Charleston, 8, 
C., engaged in the naval service of the United States Government in the late 
civil war. At that date he was in robust health and perfect physical condition. 
He had always been a man of unusually robust constitution, weighing over 200 
pounds, and of perfectly regular habits, and from the day of our marriage, to 
wit, the lith day of November, 1856, until the date of his tak r command of 
the steamer James Adger, in 1851, have never known him to have auy sickness 
with the exception of some trivial derangement of perhaps a day's duration, 


and never requiring any medical attendance. His habits ‘*hroughout his entire 
life were uniformly regular and temperate. 

“To the best of my knowledge he went upon blockade duty in the year 1361 
in his usual health, and came toour homein Baltimore, in 1864, broken down in 
health and much reduced in flesh, afser protracted blockade duty, and after the 
severe engagements while in command of the U.S.S. Lackawanna, in Mobile 
Bay. At the date of his promotion to the rank of commodore, in the year 1566, 
for distinguished services, the usual physical examination was waived. Soon 
after this date symptoms of defective circulation commenced, manifesting itself 
in the ends of his fingers, they becoming bloodless and livid in color. In 1871 he 
was a frequent sufferer from violent pains in his chest. In the winter of 1873 
and 1874 Commodore Marchand was confined to the house,suffering extremely 
from the swelling of his feet. Inthe winter of 1874and 1875 he had hemorrhages 
of the lungs; the last of these hemorrhages was the immediate cause of his 
death. Dr. Mahan, of Pennsylvania, our family physician, who attended Com- 
modore Marchand during the early periods of his sickness,is now deceased. 
Drs. Dale and Zeigler, whoattended him at his death, pronounced his complaint 
from which death resulted to be heart disease. 

““ My belief is further strengthened by the information of Dr. Rideout, of An- 
napolis, Md., that the defective circulation, pains in the chest, and swollen limbs 
were all symptoms of the heart disease which resulted in Commodore Mar- 
chand’s death; and that all these symptoms and the disease which resulted in 
the commodore’s death were produced by exposure consequent upon the con- 
tinuous and excessive duties that he was calied upon to perform while in the 
service of the United States Navy as above stated. 

“ MARGARET D. MARCHAND, 

“Sworn to and subscribed the day and year first above written, before me. 

(SEAL. ] “SPRIGG HARWOOD, 

“Clerk Cireuit Court for Anne Arundel County. 

“On this 15th day of May, before me, Sprigg Harwood, clerk of circuit court 
for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared Alice P. Thornton, who, being 
duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

“That she is a sister of the within-named Margaret D. Marchand, and that she 
has read and carefully examined the affidavit of her said sister hereto appended ; 
that she has personal knowledge of the condition of health and different stages 
of disease that finally resulted in the death of Commodore Marchand; and also 
personal knowledge of the statements contained in the annexed affidavit, and 
that she verily believes the same to be true. 








“ALICE P. THORNTON. 
“Sworn and subscribed this 15th day of May, 1884, before me. 
(SEAL.] “SPRIGG HARWOOD, 
“ Clerk Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County.” 


The committee also desire to attach and make a part of their report the follow- 
ing account of the service of Commodore Marchand in Mobile Bay : 

“The morning of the 5th of August, 1864, found Admiral Farragut, with his 
fleet, consisting of the Richmond, Port Royal, Lackawanna, Seminole, Monon- 
gahela, Kennebec, Ossipee, Itasca, Oneida, Galena, Brooklyn, Octorara, Meta- 
comet, and lastly the Hartford, the admiral’s flag-ship, at the mouth of Mobile 
Bay. Among the efficient officers who contributed to this important victory 
was Capt. John B. Marchand,* of the Lackawanna. At fifteen minutes of 6 
o'clock the whole fleet was under way, and just one hour afterwards the first gun 
was fired. The ships above mentioned entered the bay, lashed to each other in 

irs side by side,in order to prevent any confusion in passing the formidable 
‘ortifications of the confederates guarding the entrance tothe bay. The Brook- 
lyn and Octorara were in the lead. The Lackawanna, with the Seminole, was 
in the center of the line of battle. Fort Morgan first opened fire upon the fleet, 
and the rebel boats Tennessee, Morgan, Gaines, and Selma, inside of the bay, 
raked the vessels with shot and shell. 

*“ Just around the point of land behind Fort Morgan could be seen three saucy- 
looking gunboats and the famous ram Tennessee. The latter was then consid- 
ered the strongest and most powerful ironclad ever put afloat—looking like a 
great turtle, with sloping sides, covered with iron plates 6 inches in thickness, 
thoroughly riveted together, and having a formidable iron beak projecting into 
the water. _Her armament consisted of six heavy guns of English make, send- 
ing a solid shot weighing 110 pounds irresitibly against everything but the tur- 
rets of the monitors. 

“In addition to these means of resistance, the narrow channel in front of the 
fort had been lined with torpedoes. These were in the water, anchored to the 
bottom, and were chiefly in the shape of beer-kegs, filled with powder, from the 
sides of which projected numerous little tubes containing fulminate, which it 
was expected would be exploded by contact with passing vessels. 

“Although shot and shell were flying around, none struck the Lackawanna’s 
hull, doing serious injury, until she was within 400 or 500 yards of Fort Morgan, 
when a heavy elongated shot from the fort passed through the ship’s side, kill- 
ing and wounding sixteen men at the 150-pound rifle, when it carried away two 
stanchions of the taffrail, passed through the foremast, and carried away the 
head of the sheet-cable bits, then, passing the other side of the ship, fell into 
the water. Blood and mangled human remains for a time impeded the work- 
ing of the 150-pounder. The firing of shells from the Union fleet was so con- 
tinuous that the confederates were driven away from their guns. 

“At8} o’clock in the morning the Union fleet had passed beyond the range of 
the gunsat Fort Morgan, when the ram Tennessee wasseen approaching. The 
admiral made signal to the Monongahela, commanded by Captain Strong, as be- 
ing nearest,to run herdown. The vessel was armed witha heavy artificial iron 
prow, and was,among the wooden vessels, the best adapted to the purpose of 
executing the admirai’s order. Atthe same time the signal was sent up to the 
Lackawanna to also attack the Tennessee. The Monongahela first struck the 
rebel craft angularly, glancing off and doing her no perceptible injury. The 
Lackawanna was more fortunate, and struck her at right angles to her keel. 
‘The concussion was tremendous, botin vessels rebounding, but soon after drifted 
against each other, broadside to broadside, head and stern. 

“At this juncture Captain Marchand ordered the guns to be fired into the 
enemy, the vessels then being so close as toalmost enablethe men to téuch each 
other. The effect of this broadside was to force the enemy to abandon their 


+ guns, thereby so disabling them as to prevent their using the guns on that side 


during the remainder of the engagement. The men oneither ship fought hand 


* Since promoted to commodore. 
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to hand. A determined attempt was here made by the crew of Captain March- 
and, under his orders, to board the enemy’s ships, but was found to be impossi- 
ble on account of the heavy coatings of tallow with which the enemy’s iron 
decks were covered. Many of his men slipped off and fell into the water. In 
the attempt to run down the Tennessee the stern of the Lackawanna was cutand 
crushed far back of the plank ends,doing her great injury, and leaving her in 
places but a few inches above the water. 

‘From the disabled condition of the Lackawanna in coping with this much 
superior antagonist, the two vessels became separated, the ram going ahead, 
and the Lackawanna having nothing to hold on by, her captain ordered the 
helm hard over to bring the ship around, in order to make another attempt at 
running down the ram, but the great length of his vessel and the shoalness of 
the water, which was not more than a foot under the keel, prevented his turn- 
ing rapidly, and in going round he collided with the Hartford, the admiral’s 
flag-ship, although every effort was made on his part to prevent the collision 
by backing the engine. Of this it has been aptly said by a personal friend of 
Admiral Farragut, the historian of this engagement, and who expressed the 
sentiment of the admiral, long after the occurrence, that ‘the fault was as much 
with the Hartford as with the Lackawanna, each being too eager to reach the 
enemy.’—(J.C. Kinney, in Scribner's Monthly Magazine, June, 1881.) 

“After the Lackawanna had cleared the Hartford she again siarted to run 
down the Tennessee, but before reaching her the rebel flag had been hauled 
down,a white one hoisted,and the ram had surrendered to the Union fleet, 
which by that time encompassed her on all sides, rendering her escape impos- 
sible.” 

The committee beg leave, therefore, to report the bill favorably. 


[Senate Executive Document No. 186, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 
Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 226, with his ob- 
jections thereto, 

June 21, 1886.—Read and ordered to lie on the table. 

June 23, 1886.—Referred to the Committee on Pensions and ordered to be 
printed. 
To the Senate: 


I return herewith Senate bill number two hundred and twenty-six, entitled 
“An act granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand,” without approval. 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of John B. Marchand, who en- 
tered the United States Navy in 1828, who was promoted to the rank of commo- 
dore in 1866, and who was placed upon the retired-list in 1870, He died in August, 
1875, of heart disease. 

His widow filed an application for pension in 1883, claiming that his fatal dis- 

ease was caused by exposure and exertion in the service during the war of the 
rebellion. The application was rejected because of the inability to furnish evi- 
dence to prove that the death had any relation to the naval service of the de- 
ceased. 
Iam unable to see how any other conclusion could have been reached. The 
information furnished by the report of the committee to whom this bill was re- 
ferred, and derived from other data before me, absolutely fails to connect the 
death of Commodore Marchand with any incidents of his naval service. 

This officer was undoubtedly brave and efficient, rendering his country val- 
uable service. But it does not appear to have been of so distinguished a char- 
acter, nor are the circumstances of his widow alleged to be such as to render a 


gratuity justifiable. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcurive MANsIon, June 19, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. ] 


An act granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret D. Marchand, 
widow of Commodore J. B, hand, late of the United States Navy, and pay 
nee 2 pension at the rate of fifty dollars per month from the date of the passage 
of this act. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House o: 
JOHN 8 AN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore, 

I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 

ANSON G. McCOOK, 


Secretary, 
By CHAS, W. JOHNSON 
Ohief Clerk. 


No, 21.—RopertT Horsey. 


There is nothing to contradict the statement of facts contained in the Senate 
report; even the veto peer undertakes todo so. There is no allegation nor 
suspicion of fraud. It is difficult to re how an intelligent hcing could 
arrive ata conclusion adverse to this claim. This can not be the work of the 
Executive mind. 


{Senate Report No. 612, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The petitioner was a private in Company H, Ninth Kansas Cavalry, and asks 

for a pension in consequence of disabilities contracted in the line of his duty. 

The report of the Surgeon-General shows that he was in the general hospital 

from September 14, 1863, to January 1, 1864; also that he was treated in January, 

sey, aes August, 1863, Three comrades testify to his sound condition when 
en ° 

Lieutenant Cram, who was in command of the company, gives evidence of 
the suffering condition of the soldier, and in consequence put him on light 
duty. The same witness says: 

* That on the 20th of April, 1863, the claimant was sent with others from Leav- 
enworth to Levy, Kans.,as burial escort; that they Latengene or to storm and 
night travel, after which the claimant was sick in camp hospital, and that 
he was in feeble health when mustered out.” 

Comrade Crotts gives similar testimony, and adds that he was with claimant 
from December 20, 1863, to March 6, 1864, and was at his bedside every day. 

His neighber, John G. Chase, was acquainted with him soon after muster-out, 
and knew that he was ill and totally unable to labor during the space of five 

ears. . 

Dr. H. D. Hill testifies, in affidavit dated November 9, 1882— 

That he hes known the petitioner during the past ten and that he has 
always appeared to be in feeble health, and that on examination he found him 
oe: uced by a complication of diseases, including affection of lungs, liver, 

neys. 


There is a large amount of testimony from comrades and neighbors, all of 
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whom ee to be reliable and disinterested witnesses, which favors the 
tioner’s claim, and there is no evidence of an adverse description. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the alleged insufficiency of 
the medical proof. 

We find a report of an examining board, dated November 12, 1882, which states 
that the disability is permanent; that there is evidence of kidney trouble, wi)jc), 
is rated at half total. 

A su uent examination by the same board reports that the claimant |\as 
Bright's disease, and rates the disability as total. 

Your committee report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that 
pass, 


tdo 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 177, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 
Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 128s, « 
objections thereto. 
JuNE 23, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ith his 


To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill number twelve hundred and eighty. 
eight, entitled “ An act granting a pension to Robert Holsey.” , 

This claimant enlisted in 1862, and though he appears to have been sick o 
two occasions during his term of service, he remained with his company ::{j| 
was mustered out in 1865. 

This soldier was really sick during the time he remained in the Army: and 
in this respect his claim for a pension haa a better origin than many that are 
presented. But the fact must be recognized, I suppose, that every Army ail. 
ment does not necessarily result in death or disability. 

In 1882, seventeen years after his discharge, this soldier filed his declaration 
for a pension, allegiwg that in 1863 he contracted intermittent fever, affecting 
his lungs, kidneys, and stomach. : 

A of surgeons, upon an examination made in 1882, find disease of \iq- 
neys, but no indication of lung and stomach trouble; and a medical referee re. 
ported in 1885 that there had been no disease of the stomach and lungs since the 
tiling of the claim, and that the difficulty affecting the kidneys had no relation 
to the sickness for which the claimant had been treated while in the Army. 

Iam of the opinion that a correct conclusion was reached when the applica- 
tion for pension in this case was denied by the Pension Bureau. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


n 


EXEcuTIvVE MANSION, June 22, 1886, 


(Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun 
and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of Decen- 
ber, one thousand eight hundred and e‘@hty-five. 


An act granting a pension to Robert Holsey. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States in 
Congress assembled, That the Secre of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of —— laws, the name of Robert Holsey, late of Company 
H, Ninth Regiment sas Cavalry Volunteers, 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 


Speaker of the House of esentatires, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


I certify that this act originated in the Senate, 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary, 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, — 
Chief Clerk. 


No, 22.—ANnNIE C. OWEN. 


There is nothing revealed in the evidence to impeach the action of Congress 
in this case. The Senator who reported the bill will report further if it should 
be deemed necessary. 


[Senate Report No. 491, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 


The evidence in the case shows that this officer entered the service as a second 
lieutenant in Company G, Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the /4\) 
of December, 1561, and was disc for disabilities, resulting from wound re- 
ceived while in the line of duty, in ber, 1862. From the testimony presented 
to the committee of his subsequent treatment at different periods for diseases 

wing out of such wound, resulting finally in his death from heart disease 11 

une, 1876, your committee are of the opinion that said disease was superii- 

duced by the wound received in the ribs at the battle of Malvern Hil], and they 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 157, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 


M-seage from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1850, with his ob 
jections thereto. 


May 28, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
To the Senate: 


I hereby return without approval Senate bill number eighteen hundred ani 
fifty, entitled “An act granting a pension to Mrs, Annie C. Owen.”’ 
he husband of the claimant was mustered into the service as second licuten- 
ant December 14, 1861, and discharged October 16,1862. It appears that he died 
in 1876 from neuralgia of the heart. In 1883 the present claimant filed her app 
cation for pension, alleging that her husband received two shel! wounds—o'° 
in the calf of his left leg and one in his left side—on the first day of July. '>- 
and claiming ne Re in some way connected with the cause of hisdeat”. 
On the records of his command there is no mention made of either woun’: 
but it does appear that on the eighth me of a days after the date o 
the alleged wounds—he was granted a leave of absence for thirty days 0" & 
count, as stated in a medical certificate, of “‘remittent fever and diarrhea. A 
medical certificate dated August 5, 1862, while absent on leave, represents !'™ 
to be at that time suffering from “ chronic bronchitis and acute dysentery. 
The ~ = for pension by the widow was rejected by the Pension 


Bureau 1886. a 
There is nothing before me sho that the husband of the claimant ¢v"" 
filed an application for i he lived nearly fourteen years afer bs 
discharge ; and his w *s claim was not made until twenty-one years {ct 
Rg nee Wate, ond paves. pene ctor her buhand's dest. this 
If the information furnished concerning this soldier's service is correct ab 
claim for pension must be based upon a mistake. It is hardly possible t!® 
wounds such as are alleged should be received in battle by a second lieutenant 
and no record made of them; that he should seven days thereafter receive’ 
leave of absence for other sickness with no mention of these wounds, and | his 
a medical certificate should be made (probably with a view of prolonging 
leave) stating still other ailments, but silent as to wounds. The further 
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1886. 


that he made noclaim for pension and that the claim of his widow was long de- 
layed are worthy of consideration. And if the wounds were received as de- 


scribed there is certainly no necessary connection between them and death four- 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 





teen years afterward from neuralgia of the heart. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1886. 


Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
f amend held at the city of Washington on Monday, the seventh day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. ] 
An aet granting a pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States cS 
America in assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autho: to place on the pension-roll, and subject to the limitations 
of the law, the name o — ¥ C. en eeeow = ans een B. Owen, late 

G, Fifty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
OS JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 

I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 

ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary, 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, Chief Clerk. 





















No. 23.—E.izaneta S. DE KRAFFT. 


This bill is properly vetoed, for the reason, as stated in the veto itself, that it 
is of no possible advantage to the beneficiary mentioned. Mrs. De Krafft is al- 
ready, and properly, pensioned at the rate of $30 a month, under the general 
law. By a clerical mistake the concluding clause, which is usually inserted 
in such an original bill, was omitted, providing that she should be paid “a pen- 
gion of fifty dollars a month in lieu of the pensionshe is now receiving.” It was 
a mistake, at the same time it did nobody any harm, and it would hardly seem 
to afford occasion for the elaborate castigation of the two Houses of Congress 
that appears in the veto message. 
We append hereto the Senate report and the veto message. 


[Senate Report No. 723, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 


The petitioner, Elizabeth 8. De Krafft, is the widow of John Charles Philip 
De Krafft, late commodore United States Navy. She was pensioned under the 
general law at the rate of $30 per month, commencing November 25, 1885, with 
an addition of $2 a month for one minor child, 

By her petition, which is hereto appended, she asks that her pension be in- 
creased to $50 a month. It appears from the record of services of her husband 
that he was on to the rank of rear-admiral October 23, 1885, and that he 
died on the 29th of the same month. 

It is believed that your committee have uniformly reported in favor of grant- 
ing this increase to the widows of officers of this rank, and they therefore report 
. - to increase her pension to $0 per month, with the recommendation that 

t do pass, 


— 


Petition of Mrs. Elizabeth 8. De Krafft for increase of pension. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 


The prayer of your petitioner showeth that she isthe widow of Rear-Admiral 
J.C. P. De Krafft, United States Navy, who died October 29, 1885, after forty-five 

ears’ service in the Navy; that she is left with two children dependent upon 
on that the small pension ($30 per month) she now receives is insufficient for 
her support; thatshe is not able to provide a living by her own exertions for 
herself and children; and she prays that Congress will grant her an increase of 
pension to the sum of $50 per month,as has been done in recent years in the 
case of widows and dependent families of senior officers of the Navy. 

ELIZABETH 8S. DE KRAFFT. 


The undersigned concur in this request of Mrs. De Krafft, and desire that it 
be granted by Congress. 

David D. Porter, Admiral; S.C. Rowan, Vice-Admiral; John L. Worden, 
Rear-Admira!; Wm. Rogers Taylor, Rear-Admiral, U.S. N.; Wm. Rad- 
ford, U.S. N.; T. H. Stevens, Rear-Admiral, U.S. N.; Thos. O. Selfridge, 
Rear-Admiral, U.S.N.; Thornton A. Jenkins, retired Rear-Admiral, 
U.S.N.; Chas, Steedman, retired Rear-Admiral, U.S.N.; E. Simpson, 
Rear-Admiral, U.S.N.; b. B. Harmony, Commander, U.S.N.; J. E. 
Walker, Captain, U. 8. N.; W.S.Schley, Chief Bureau of Equipment 
and Recruiting. 


Record of service of John C. P. De Krafft. 
True copy from the records of the Navy Department, April 15, 1886.—Jno. W. 


[ 
Hogg. chief clerk.) 
John C. P, De Krafft was appointed a midshipman in the Navy October 19, 1841. 
December 4, 1841, he was ordered to the Independence; June 13, 1842, detached 
and ordered to the ; September 5, 1843, detached from the Preble and 


granted leave. 

October, 18, 1843, ordered to the Raritan; war with Mexico, first attack on Al- 
varado under Commodore Conner, 1846; January 2, 1847, detached from the Cum- 
berland and leave. 

nereney ary 3, 1847, ordered to the Union; May 25, 1847, detached and placed on 
wi rs. 

June 12, 1847, ordered to the Ohio; January 15, 1848, detached and ordered to 
the Naval School; July 29, 1848, detached and granted leave. 

November 1, 1848, ordered to the Vixen; November 24, 1848, transferred to the 
Raritan; oo 29, 1849, warranted as passed midshipman, from August 10, 
1847; 7 , 1850, detached from the Raritan and . 

aouly a ordered to the Naval Observatory; February 24, 1851, detached 
gran| ve. 
May 10, 1851, ordered to the Plymouth; May 22, 1851, detached and ordered to 
the Vixen ; 21, Gutnaient and granted 6 months’ leave with permi 
sion to leave the United ea 
22, 1852, ordered to duty on the Coast Survey; November 3, 1853, de- 


tached eee on waiting 

= ll, ordered to the Michigan; October 12, 1855, detached and placed 
October warranted as master from ber 14, 1855; October 25, 1 

proanaah Ealiemionens hen Sopenber isk ; Seer ae 

5 Mare 17,1058, ordered to the John Adams; April 26, 1858, detached and granted 
July 29, 1858, to the Michigan; September 20, 1859, detached and placed on wait- 


10, 1860, to the Niagara; war of 1861-"65, combined attack on Fort McCrea 
Say a of Pensacola, frigate Niagara, November, 1861; June 14, 1862, de- 
tached and leave. 


June 19, to the navy-yard, Washington; August 5, 1862, promoted to lieu- 
from Jul 1862; i 5 
a y 16, September 15, 1863, detached and placed 
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October 20, 1863, to command the Conemaugh; attack on Fort Powell, defenses 
of Mobile Bay, August5, 1864; February 10, 1366, detached and placed on waiting 
orders. 

March 29, 1866, to the navy-yard, Philadelphia; July 25, 1866, promoted to com- 
mander; December 19, 1866, detached and placed on waiting orders; March 9s, 
1867, ordered to special duty at Philadelphia; February 18, 1868, detached and 
ordered as fleet captain of the North Atlantic Station; August 28, 1869, detached 
and placed on waiting orders. 

October 12, 1869, to special duty at Philadelphia; October 1, 1870, detached and 
placed on waiting orders; October 5, 1870, to navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.; Sep- 
tember 15, 1872, detached aud ordered as chief of staff of the North Pacific Sta- 
tion; November 20, 1872, promoted to the grade of captain; September 20, 1873, 
tocommand the Saranac; March 1, 1875, detached from command of the Hartford 
(sick) and granted leave. 

October 9, 1875, to the navy-yard, League Island, Pennsylvania; January 1, 
1876, detached and placed on waiting orders; November 5, 1877, ordered to the 
navy-yard, Washington; July 13, 1880, detached and ordered as hydrographer to 
the Bureau of Navigation; October 1, 1881, promoted to commodore; June 3, 
1883, detached and placed on waiting orders. 

August 22, 1883, ordered as president of the Board of Inspection and Survey ; 
June 12, 1885, promoted to rear-admiral; October 23, 1885, detached and placed on 
waiting orders. 

He died at Washington, D. C.,on the 29th of October, 1835. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 183, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill No, 2223, with 
his objections thereto. 


JUNE 21, 1886.—Read and laid upon the table. 
JUNE 23, 1886.—Referred to the Committee on Pensions and ordered to be printed, 
To the Senate : 


I return without approval Senate bill number twenty-two hundred and twenty 
three, entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Elizabeth 8. De Krafft.” 

My objection tothis bill is that it is of no possible advantage to the beneficiary 
therein mentioned. It directs that her name be placed upon the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. The effect of such 
legislation would be to permit Mrs. De Krafft to draw a pension at the rate of 
thirty dollars each month from the date of the approval of the bill. 

On the 26th day of February, 1886, under the provisions of the general pension 
law, she was allowed a pension of this exact sum; but the payments were to 
date from November 10, 1885. 

I am so thoroughly tired of disapproving gifts of public money to individuals 
who in my view have no right or claim to the same, notwithstanding apparent 
Congressional sanction, that I interpose with a feeling of relief a veto in a case 
where I find it unnecessary to determine the merits of the application. In speak- 
ing of the promiscuousand ill-advised grants of pensions which have lately been 
presented to me for approval, I have spoken of their “apparent Congressional 
sanction” in recognition of the fact that a large proportion of these bills have 
never been submitted to a majority of either branch of Congress, but are the re- 
sults of nominal sessions held for the express purpose of their consideration and 
attended by a smal! minority of the members of the respective Houses of the 
legislative branch of Government. 

Thus, in considering these bills, I have not felt that I was aided by the delib- 
erate judgnient of the Congress ; and when I have deemed it my duty to disap- 
prove many of the bills presented, I have hardly regarded my action as a dis- 
sent from the conclusions of the people’s representatives. 

I have not been insensible to the suggestions which should influence every 
citizen, either in private station or official place, to exhibit not only a just buta 
generous appreciation of the services of our country’s defenders. In rcview- 
ing the pension legislation presented to me, many bills have been approved 
upon the theory that every doubt should be resolved in favor of the proposed 
beneficiary. I have not, however, been able to entirely divest myself of the 
idea that the public money appropriated for pensions is the soldiers’ fund, 
which should be devoted to the indemnification of those who, in the defense of 
the Union and in the nation’s service have worthily suffered, and who, in the 
day of their dependence resulting from such suffering, are entitled to the ben- 
efactions of their Government. 

This reflection lends tothe bestowal of pensions a kind of sacredness which 
invites the adoption of such principles and regulations as will exclude perver- 
sion as well as insure a liberal and generous application of grateful! and yenev- 
olent designs. Heedlessness and a disregard of the principle which uncerlies 
the granting of pensions is unfair to the wounded, crippled soldier who is hon- 
ored in the just recognition of his Government. Such a man should never find 
himself side by side on the pension-roll with those who have been tempted to 
attribute the natural ills to which humanity is heir to service in the Army. 
Every relaxation of principle in the granting of pensions invites applications 
without merit and encourages those who for gain urge honest men to become 
dishonest. Thus is the demoralizing lesson taught the people that, as against 
the public Treasury, the most questionable expedients are allowable. 

During the present session of Congress four hundred and ninety-three special 
pension bills have been submitted to me, and I am advised that one hundred 
and eleven more have received the favorab!ie action of both Houses of Congress 
and will be presented within a day or two, making over six hundred of these 
bills which have been passed up to this time during the present session, nearly 
three times the number passed at any entire session since the year 1861. With 
the Pension Bureau, fully equipped and regulated by the most liberal rules, in 
active operation, supplemented in its work by constant special legislation, it cer- 
tainly is not unreasonable to suppose that in all the years that have elapsed 
since the close of the wara majority of the meritorious claims for pensions have 
been presented and determined 

I have now mre than one hundred and thirty of these bills before me await- 
ing Executive action. It will be impossible to bestow upon them the examina- 
tion they deserve, and many will probably become operative which should be 
rejected. 

In the mean time I venture to suggest the significance of the startling increase 
in this kind of legislation and the consequences involved in its continuance 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSIon, June 21, 1886, 

[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of Washington,on Monday,the seventh day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five. | 


An act granting a pension to Elizabeth 8S. De Krafft, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth 8. De KratTt, 
widow of John Charlies Philip De Krafft, late commodore and rear-admiral in the 
United States Navy. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
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I certify that this act originated in the Senatc. 
; ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary. 
3y CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


HENRY W. BLAIR, 
For the Committee. 


sspectfully submitted. 


MARY J. NOTTAGE. 

Senate Report No. 1495, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATEs. 
JuLy 17, 1886.—Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Buarr, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report 
(to accompany vetoed bill 5S. 2005). 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was recommitted Senate Report 1424, 
in the case of Mary A. Nottage, Calendar No. 1630, having considered the same, 
report, recommending that the same do stand as the report of the committee, 
and that the bill pass, the objections of the President to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The undersigned, a minority of the Committee of the Senate on Pensions, sub- 


mit the following as their views in dissent to the report of the majority on Sen- 
ate bill No, 2005, granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage,’’ and the message of 
the President returning the same to the Senate, with his objections to its pas- 
By section 7, Article I of the Constitution of the United States, it is provided 
that 

‘* Every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and the 
Senate shall, before it becomesa law, be presented tothe Presidentof the United 
States. If he approves he shall sign it, but if not he shall return it, with his ob- 
jections, to that House in which it shall have originated, who shall enter the ob- 
jections at large on their Journal, and preceed to consider it. If, after such con- 
sideration, two-thirds of that House shall agree to pass the bill, it shall be sent, 
together with the objections, to the other House, by which it shall likewise be 
reconsidered, and if approved by two-thirds of that House it shall become a 

aw. 

: Under this constitutional provision the President, in the act of approving or 
disapproving a bill, becomes and is a part of the legislative power of the Gov- 
ernment, In the performance of this duty he must consider every question of 
fact in its relation to existing law involved in the passage of every bill submit- 
ted to him for approval by the vote of the two Houses. 

This is a wholesome and conservative provision in the fundamental law that 
unites the States. It was intended by its authors to secure the consideration of 
one power (so to spenks) representing the entire body of the ple of the whole 
Union as against the powers that represented States and localities, who, it might 
be supposed, would be more or less influenced by sectional or local as well as 
personal interests and sympathies. 

In the history of its use its conservative and patriotic wisdom has been rec- 
ognized and admitted by the marked approval which has been given by the 
people to each exercise of the veto power, almost without exception, from the 
period of the adoption of the Constitution to the present time. 

The report, to which we dissent, is nominally one in the matter of S. 2005, 
granting a pension to Mary J, Nottage; but it will be seen that the author ot 
the report undertakes to review and consider, not alone the objections of the 
President to this bill, but the objections of the President to twenty-two other 
bills. 

Waiving any criticisms upon the order, manner, or propriety of a report so 
made, save now to protest against the style and temper in which the objections 
of the President are reviewed and criticised therein, and which more become 
the husiings than the Senate, the undersigned have to express their dissent to 
the evident political and partisan animus manifested in the preparation of said 
report, 

The true soldier of this country is the idol of all parties and all sections, and 
when misfortune of any character befalls him the warm sympathies of all hearts 
gather around him and his beloved ones with ready impulse to aid and relieve 
him or them, The records of Congress, as do the records of the executive de- 
partment, show this to betrue. It is this generous dap wee of all parties and 
all sections that has been taken advantage of by the designing, so that artful 
and interested parties, in multiplying abuses and frauds, have brought reproach 
on the administration of the kind, beneficent, and generous pension laws of the 
Government. 

And now, when, as it appears to the undersigned, the President has sought 
in a patient, laborious examination of the large number of pension bills (indi- 
vidual in character and purpose) sent to him by this Co (a small portion 
ef which he has returned with his objections, and some of which are reviewed 
in the majority report) to show his willingness as well as determination to re- 
lieve this generous system of pension laws, made for the true soldier of the Re- 
public, of the reproaches which admitted frauds and abuses, perpetrated and 
sought to be perpetrated, have brought on it, and, at the same time, has made 
manifest his purpose, courageously, to guard the ry, it would seem to be 
a grateful duty of every member of the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment to encourage him, and toseek toshare with him thisarduous but commend- 
able undertaking. 

No question of constitutional law is involved in the investigation of these 
eases. In all their number but one query, and that of is presented, and 
that is, either under existing law or outside of it, “Is the y, by reason of 
disability incurred in line of duty whilst in the service of Government, en- 
titled to be compensated for such disability so incurred?” Or, in case of appli- 
cation by dependent relatives of a deceased soldier, ‘‘ Dosuch facts exist as war- 
rant under the law the compensation sought?”’ 

One may differ with the President in some one or more of the cases mentioned 
in this report, ac to his conclusions upon the facts presented in such case, but it 
* akin to madness toascribe to him unworthy motives in arriving to such con- 
clusions, 

In the committee and in the Senate honest, patriotic Senators widely differ in 
their conclusions upon the same array of facts. This is witnessed almost daily, 
and yet who that pauses to wait on reason, even fora moment, would denounce 
in biiter terms his brother Senator for such difference? 

The undersigned do not now and here review the facts in each of the twenty- 
three cases, as presented either by the committee or the President—the general 
character of the majority report precludes them from doing so—in their view of 
what the usages and law of the Senate require as proper in such cases. 

It is proper, however, to say that the facts in the case of Mrs. Mary J. Nottage, 
as now presented, show the propriety as well as need of close examination in 
cases depending upon the collection and marshaling of facts. By the 
report of the committee, and as the facts are there arrayed and the 
application of Mrs. Nottage is one of merit, yet it is even there evident, 
the face of the papers, that its favorable conelininaian was urged by powerful 
but not improper personal influence, whose appeals were of a character to open 
the springs of sympathy. Its favorable report, therefore, was almost a matter 
of course. But the President, in submitting his objections to this bill, calls at- 


J 


tention to this array of facts, viz, that the husband of Mrs. Nottage was , 
charged for a disease of one character, and that over sixteen years after ;),., 
discharge he dies of a disease different in character, being discharge <,.. 
t »>mber 17, 1862, and departing this life January 8, 1879, and that the medica t 
timony fails to show that the disease for which the soldier was discharged , 
directly or remotely the cause of his death. These facts,as thus mars 
the President, are sufficient to call if not for the rejection of the bi!) 
mature consideration. 

Speaking from their knowledge of the mode of considering pension 
committee and in the Senate, and witnesses, as they are, of the powe: 
of personal appeals of applicants, their friends,and agents, the unders 
convinced that a large number of cases pass Congress which are not 
weighed and considered upon their abstract merits; hence they r: 
wisdom and fidelity of the President when, in the discharge of his 
tional duty, he returns this and other bills with his objections to their py 

Respectfully submitted. : 


4 i 


W. C. WHITTH( 
J. N. CAMDEN 
iE. K. WILSoO> 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 
[Senate Report No. 1466, Forty-ninth Congress, fir 
Iw THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
JULY 9, 1886.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SEwELt, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the follo 
(to accompany bill S. 226 and the veto message of the President the: 

The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the message of 
dent of the United States returning the bill (S. 226) granting a pension to 
garet D. Marchand, widow of John B. Marchand, of the United States Nayy. <.), 
mit the following report : 

The committee have carefully considered said message in connect 

revious report made by them in this case, recommending the pa: 

ill, and find that the President has taken the course pursued by (! 
Bureau, which bureau refused to grant the desired pension to Mrs. Mar 
upon the ground that the disease of which her late husband, Commod 
chand, died could not be traced to disabilities incurred in the s« 
the line of duty. 

The committee beg leave to submit (1) said veto message as a part of | 
port. Also (2) their previous report, accompanying the bill and recomn 
its pess we to the Senate. And further (3) a letter from the chief clerk 
Navy Vepartment giving the service of this officer. They are as folloy 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No.186. Forty-ninth Congress, first sessior 
Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 22 
objections thereto. 
To the Senate: 


I return herewith Senate bill number two hundred and twenty-six, en 
“An act granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand,” without approval. 

The beneficiary named in this billis the widow of John B. Marchand, \ 
entered the United States Navy in 1828, who was promoted to the rank of « 
modore in 1866,and who was placed upon the retired-list in 1870. He di: 
August, 1875, of heart disease. 

His widow filed an application for pension in 1883, claiming that his fatal dis 
ease was caused by exposure and exertion in the service during the war of t\« 
rebellion. The application was rejected because of the inability to furnish 
ones to prove that the death had any relation to the naval service of t! 


1 wit! 


rv 


Iam unable to see how any other conclusion could have been reached. 1 
information furnished by the report of the committee to whom this bi!l was re- 
ferred, and derived from other data before me, absolutely fails to connect t) 
death of Commodore Marchand with any incidents of his nava! service. 

This officer was undoubtedly brave and efficient, rendering his country valu 
able service. But it does not appear to have been of so distinguished a charac- 
ter, nor are the circumstances of his widow alleged to be such as to render a 
gratuity justifiable. 

GROVER CLEVELAN! 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 19, 1886. : 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first sessio: 
gun and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of De 
ber, one thoushnd eight hundred and cighty-five | 


An act granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he's 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret D. Marcha: 
widow of Commodore J. B. Marchand, late of the United States Navy, and; 
her a pension at the rate of fifty dollars per month from the date of the pass: 


of this act. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representativ: 
JOHN SHERMAN 
President of the Senate pro temp 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary. 
By CHAS, W. JOHNSON, | 
Chief Clerk. 


[Senate Report No. 171, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 226) grantings 
D. Marchand, beg leave to state thata bill for this same pur 
pose ue Committee on Pensions of the Senate during the secon’ 
session of the a em and passed by the Senate, failing in “° 
House only for want of time to bring the measure before that body. Se 
This committee beg to state further that they have examined the facts in th’ 
case recited in the affidavits of Mrs. Marchand and of the witness, Alice |’.1)0! 
ton, which are hereto ded and made part of this report: ei 
“On this 15th day of May, 18%, before me, Sprigg Harwood, clerk cireuit cour! 
i ore Ge iticrcsatonts ss 
uly sworn Ww says as ows, to wil: se 
“In the year 1861 my husband, the late Commodore John 33. Marchand, thes 
commander, was in command of the steamer James Adger, off Charleston, ~- : 
engaged in the naval service of the United States Government in the !ate ‘ Se 
war. At that date he was in robust health and perfect physical condision. 0" 
had always been a man of unusually robust constitution, weighing ove" - 
pounds, and of perfectly regular habit and from the day of our marriage,” 
wit, the 1ith day of November, 1856, until the date of his taking comman® ot '™ 
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steamer James Adger, in 1861, have never known him to have any sickness with | 
the exception of some trivial derangement of perhaps a day’s duration, and never | 
requiring any medical attendance. His habits throughout his entire life were | 
uniformly regular and temperate. . ; 

“To the best of my knowledge he went upon blockade duty in the year 1561, | 
in bis usual health, and came to our home in Baltimore in 1864, broken down in | 
health and much reduced in flesh, after protracted blockade duty, and after the 
severe engagements while in command of the U.S, 8. Lackawanna in Mobile 
Bay. At the date of his promotion to the rank of commodore, in the year 1566, | 
for distinguished services, the usual physicial examination was waived. Soon 
after this date symptoms of defective circulation commenced, manifesting itself 
in the ends of his fingers, they becoming bloodless and lividincolor. In 187lhe 
was a frequent sufferer from violent pains in hischest. In the winter of 1873 and 
1874 Commodore Marchand was confined to the house, suffering extremely from 
the swelling of his feet. In the winter of 1874 and 1875 he had hemorrhages of 
the lungs; the last of these hemorrhages was the immediate cause of his death. 
Dr. Mahan, of Pennsylvania, our family physician, who attended Commodore 
Marchand during the early periods of his sickness, is now deceased. Drs. Dale 
and Ziegler, who attended him at his death, pronounced his complaint from 
which death resulted to be heart disease. 

“My belief is further strengthened by the information of Dr. Rideout, of An- 
napolis, Md., that the defective circulation, pains in the chest, and swollen limbs 
were all symptoms of the heart disease which resulted in Commodore March- 
and’s death; and that all these symptoms and the disease which resulted in the 
commodore’s death were produced by exposure consequent upon the continu- 
ous and excessive duties that he was called uponto perform while in the service 
of the United States Navy as above stated. 
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“MARGARET D, MARCHAND. 


“Sworn to and subscribed the day and year first above written, before me. 
[sEAL.] “SPRIGG HARWOOD, 
“ Clerk Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County.” 


“On this 15th day of May, before me, Sprigg Harwood, clerk of circuit court 
for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared Alice P. Thornton, who, being 
duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

“That she is a sister of the within-named Margaret D. Marchand, and that 
she has read and carefully examined the affidavit of her said sister hereto ap- 
pended; that she has personal knowledge of the condition of health and differ- 
ent stages of disease that finally resulted in the death of Commodore Marchand ; 
and also personal knowledge of the statements contained in the annexed afti- 
davit, and that she verily believes the same to be true. 

“ALICE P. THORNTON. 

“Sworn and subseribed this 15th day of May, 1884, before me. 

[SEAL.] “SPRIGG HARWOOD, 

“Clerk Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County.” 


The committee also desire to attach and make a part of their report the fol- 
lowing account of the service of Commodore Marchand in Mobile Bay: 

“The morning of the 5th of August, 1864, found Admiral Farragut, with his 
fleet, anmanest the Richmond, Port Royal, Lackawanna, Seminole, Monon- 
gahela, Kennebec, Ossipee, Itasca, Oneida, Galena, Brooklyn, Octorara, Meta- 
comet,and lastly the Hartford, the admirai’s flag-ship, at the mouth of Mobile 
Bay. Among efficient officers who contributed to this important victory 
was Capt. John B. Marchand,* of the Lackawanna. At fifteen minutes of 6 
o'clock the whole fleet was under way, and -— one hour afterwards the first 
gun was fired. The — above mentioned entered the bay, lashed to each 
other in pairs side by side, in order to prevent any confusion in passing the for- 
midable fo’ ions of the confederates guarding the entrance to the bay. 
The Brooklyn and Octorara were in the lead. The Lackawanna, with the Sem- 
inole, was in the center of the line of battle. Fort Morgan first opened fire upon 
the fleet, and the rebel boats Tennessee, Morgan, Gaines, and Selma, inside the 
bay, raked the vessels with shot and shell. 

* Just around the point of land behind Fort Morgan could be seen three 
a gunboats and the famous ram Tennessee. The latier was then 

the stro and most powerful ironclad ever put afloat—looking 

like ———- turtle, with sloping sides, covered with iron plates 6 inches in thick- 

roughly riveted together, and having a formidable iron beak project- 

ing into the water. Her armament consisted of six heavy guns of English 

make, sending a solid shot weighing 110 pounds irresistibly against everything 
but the turrets of the monitors. 

“In addition to these means of resistance, the narrow channel in front of the 
fort had been lined with torpedoes. These were in the water, anchored to the 
bottom, and were chiefly in the shape of beer kegs, filled with powder, from 
the sides of which eet numerous little tubes containing fulminate, which 

was expected would be exploded by contact with passing vessels. 

“ Although shot and shell were flying around, none struck the Lackawanna’s 
hull, doing serious injury, until she was within 400 or 500 yards of Fort Morgan, 
when a heavy elon: shot from the fort passed through the ship’s side, kill- 
ing and wounding sixteen men at the )50-pound rifle, when it carried away two 

chions of the taffrail, passed through the foremast, and carried away the head 

of the sheet cable bits, then, ams through the other side of the ship, fell into 
the water. Blood and mangled human remains for a time impeded the working 
of the 150-pounder. The firing of shells from the Union fleet was so continuous 
the confederates were driven away from their guns. At 8} o’clock in the 

the Union fleet had passed beyond the range of the guns of Fort Mor- 

the ram Tennessee was seen approaching. The admiral made signal 
commanded by Captain Strong, as being nearest, to run 
vessel was armed with a heavy artificial iron prow, and was, 


wooden vessels, the best adapted to the purpose of executing the ad- 


F 


u 


same time the was sent up tothe Lackawanna to also attack the 
Tennessee. The Mon la first struck the rebel craft angularly, glancing off 
and Sng hee no le injury. The Lackawanna was more fortunate, 
and her at right angles to her keel. The concussion was tremendous, 
both vessels but soon after drifted against each other, broadside to 
stern. Atthis juncture Captain Marchand ordered the guns 
enemy,the vessels then being so close as to almost enable 
eachother. The effect of this broadside was to force the enemy 
ite ae so disabling them as to prevent their using the 


to 
on that side the remainder of the engagement. The men on either 
of hand to hand. A determined attempt was here made by the crew 
Marchand, unde 
on 


s 
a, 0 


his orders, to board the enemy’s ship, but was found 
it of the heavy coating of tallow with which the 
slipped off and fell into the water. In the attempt to run 

down the Tennessee the —— of ae Lackawanna was cut and crushed far back of 
doing great , and leaving her in places but afew inches 
From the disabled condition of the Lackawanna in coping 
antagonist, the two vessels became separated, the ram 
Lackawanna having not!:ing to hold on by, her captain or- 





*Since promoted to commodore, 
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-ren; July 10, 1840, detached and to the Erie; October 1, 1 


7799 3 








dered the helm hard over to br ng the ship around,in order to make ar t 
attempt atrunning down the ram, but the great length of his vesse! ithe 
shoalness of the water, which was not more thana foot underthe keel, prevented 
his tr rning rapidly, and in going yund he collided with the Hartford, the ad- 


ir 
y effort was mad 
Ort +} 


this 1 as 


miral’s flag-ship, 
lision by backil 
of Admiral Farra 2 
sentiment of the admira 
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art to prevent tl 
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storian of this eng » 
ilt was as much 





l e after the occurrer ! 
with the Hartford as with the Lackawanna, each being too e r to reach the 
enemy.”—(J.C. Kinney, in Scribner’s Monthly Magazine, June, 188] 
“After the Lackawanna had cleared the Hartford s : 1 started to run 
down the Tennessee, but before reaching her the 1 1 } hauled 





d,and the 















down, a white one h ram had surt m fleet, 
which by that time encompassed her on all sides, ret OSsi- 
ble.”’ 

The committee beg leave, therefore, to report t! 

EPA } 
Washingt { st 10 

Srr: In reply to your letter of the 21st ultimo, you are informed that John P. 
Marchand was app< 1 a midshipman in the Navy May 1, 1828; October 27, 
1828, ordered to the navy-yard, Philadelphia; August 22, 1829, detached and or- 
dered to the Peacock; November 26, 1830, detached and ordered to the Shark: 
August 8, 1831, detached and ordered to the Porpois« gust 28, 1832, detached 


and placed on waiting orders; October 4, 1832, ordered to the Experiment: 








December 13, 1832, detached and placed on waiting orders; April 1833, or- 
dered to the navy-yard, Norfolk; November 11, 1833, detached and placed on 
waiting orders; June 14, 1834, promoted to passed midshipman; August 6, 1834, 


ordered to the Potomac; December 16, 1834, detached and ordered to the Shark : 
May 7, 1835, detached to the John Adams; May 26, 1837, detached id placed 
on waiting orders; June 12, 1837, ordered to the Porpoise; May 22, 1 
tached and placed on waiting orders; October 25, 1838, ordered to th« 
bury; January 4, 1839, detached and wait orders; April 18, 1839, ordered to the 
Levant; September 6, 1839, detached and ordered to the Ontario 
1840, promoted to lieutenant; April 26, 1840, detached and ordered to the War 
10, detached « l wait 
orders; August 11, 1841, ordered to the Van Buren; February 11, 1543, det red 
and tothe Brandywine; September 19, 1845, detached and g¢ i leave Yo- 
vember 13, 1845, ordered to the navy-yard, Philadelphia; le- 
tached and ordered to the Ohio; June 17, 1850,detached from the Saint Mary’s 
and granted leave of absence; August 17, 1850, ordered to the naval rendezvous 
at Philadelphia; March 15, 1852, detached and ordered to the Cumberland 
2, 1855, detached and granted three months’ leave; September 14, 1855, promoted 
to commander; October 25, 1855, ordered to the Bureau of Construction, &c.: 
September 23, 1858, detached and ordered to command the Memphis; May 23, 
1859, detached and granted leave; January 10, 1861, ordered as light-house 
spector of the llth district; August 31,1861, detached and ordered to command 
the James Adger; July 16, 1862, promoted to captain; August 14, 1862, detached 
and wait orders; October 24,1862, ordered to command the Lackawanna 





January 29, 









rantec 


November | S465 





July 





_ \O- 
vember 26, 1864, detached and wait orders; December 30, 1864, ordered to special 
duty with Rear-Admiral Gregory; July 11, 1865,detached and ordered to the 


navy-yard, Philadelphia; July 25, 1866, promoted to commodore L\ugust 

1866, detached and wait orders; November 27,1866, ordered as member of the 
board of examiners; May 9, 1868, detached and ordered to ordnance duty at the 
navy-yard, Philadelphia; August 1, 1868, detached and ordered to command the 





rfavy-yard, Philadelphia; August 27, 1870, placed on the retired-list; September 
13, 1870, detached and wait orders. 

He died at Carlisle, Pa., on the 13th April, 1875 

(Claim No. 3555. Navy widow.—L.C. W 

By direction of the Secretary : 

Very respectfully, 
INO. W. HOGG. 
Chief Clerl 
Hon. Wa. W. DuDLeEy, 
Commissioner of Per s, Washington, D, ¢ 
It appears that Commodore Marchand entered the Navy in 1828, and was 


placed upon the retired-list in 1870, thus serving his country forty-two yea 

His widow, the claimant, makes affidavit, as set forth in the fore ng report 
as also does Alice P. Thornton, which satisfies the committee t 
urred, or the cat 












with such service of forty-two years) that the disease was in acs 
which led to it, during the long period of service of this officer 

It has been the custom of Congress for some time to grant $50 per month to 
the widows of brigadier-generals in the Army, and of commodores in the Na 
and also to the widows of officers of higher rank. This is, therefore, not an ex 
ceptional case. 

These pensions to widows of naval officers are paid from what is known as 
the naval fund, which acerues from contributions of the officers : of the 
Navy; and naval officers have always looked forward to havi far 3 
receive a portion of this fund to which they have contributed, and which they 
look upon az sacred to that purpose. 

The committee believe this veto is the first of the kind ever transmitted to 
Congress by a President of the United States, and they take issue with his 


reasons for so doing, believing that if they did not have the positive evidence of 
Mrs. Marchand and Alice Thornton that it would be fair to infer that the d : 
of which this officer died must have been the result of, or must have originated 
in, the hardships of the service, covered by this lengthened period of forty-two 
years. 

” The President does the memory of this officer credit by saying he “ was un 
doubtedly brave and efficient, rendering his country valuable service,”’ but adds, 
in the next sentence, words which cloud the just praise written the moment be- 
fore. He says: “ But it (his valuable service) does not appear to have be 
so distinguished a character, nor are the circumstances of his widow 

be such, as to rerider a gratuity justifiable.”’ 









An officer who has gone through all the grades of the s 1a cadet to 
a commodore; who was in that service during tw: ided ship 
after ship, and of whose gallantry and ability no question has ever been raised — 





the committee say that the widow of such an officer should 
the services of her husband were not of a disting 
the natural shrinking of a woman to parade before t! 
ties of her life and home, to meet which the pension : 
most desirable, and especially so when it is to come 
pation of which she has an undoubted claim—such criticisms the commi 
sert can not be given as reasons by the Executive of the United States for de- 
priving the widow of a brave and eflicient officer of that which is her just 1 t 
The committee, therefore, be ving the claim to be a just and meritor 


iow be told that 
ed character; nor should 
world the daily necessi- 
ed for would be, an« 
om a fund in the partici- 


ttee as- 











lis, 











one, and the reasons presented for its refusal as of no av and adverse to t 
and proper recognition of manly, loyal, and efficient service running thro 
period of nearly halfa century, do recommend the passage of the bill S. 22 





objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 
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JOSEPH ROMISER. 
[Senate Report No. 1536, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
JULY 20, 1886.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. Witson, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the 
following report (to accompany bill H. R. 1059) : 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the veto message of the 
President of the United States on the bill (H.R. 1059) granting a pension to 
Joseph Romiser, have carefully examined the same and report, recommending 
the passage of the bill, the objections of the President to the contrary notwith- 
standing; and, as the grounds for such report and recommendation, adopt the 
statement of facts and reasons set forth in the following unanimous report 
from the House Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the veto message 
of the President of the United States on the bill (H. R. 1059) to grant a pension to 
Joseph Romiser, submit the following report : 

This bill was considered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and favor- 
ably reported May 1, 1886, as follows: 

: * The facts of this case, which are completely substantiated, are briefly as fol- 
owe: 

* The claimant was a member of Captain Frank Mason’s company of volun- 
teers, of Frostburg, Alleghany County, Maryland. This company of volunteers 
was not mustered into either the United States or State service. On the 19th of 
June, 1861, claimant was with said company when they were ordered to proceed 
to Cumberland, Md., to repel a threatened attack of the confederate forces. 
Upon the arrival of the company in Cumberland the men were ordered to un- 
cap their muskets. While doing this duty a musket in the hands of Alpheus 
Beal! was accidentally discharged, and a minie-ball, with which it was charged, 
struck claimant in the left side of the neck, coming out near the left eye, entirely 
destroying the sight of his eye, the hearing of his left ear, and the ‘ hinge of his 
jaw.’ 

* Dr. George B. Fundenburg testifies that he was one of the surgeons who 
professionally attended claimant. He found that a minie-ball had entered at 
the back part of the neck, passed along on the outside of the skull, under the 
ear, breaking the jaw at its ramus, and making its exit through the molar bone 
below and to the outer side of the eye of the same side. The wound was a dan- 
gerous one, but after a long sickness he recovered, but has lost the hearing of 
the injured ear and the sight of the eye. There is considerable deformity of 
the face caused by exfoliation of the bone. 

“The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau because ‘claimant was not 
in the military service of the United States.’ The Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions have heretofore uniformly declined to recommend the granting of a pen- 
sion to soldiers not enrolled in the service of the United States or acting under 
the immediate orders of an officer in the United States service. They are fully 
satistied that this rule is the proper one, and that it should be rigidly adhered 
to; otherwise it will be readily seen that the door would be opened wide toa 
great number of claimants of whom it would be impossibie to obtain any official 
reeord, 

“It will be observed, however, that this man joined a military organization 
very early in the late war, and before the matter of enlistment and military or- 
ganization was understood, June 19, 186i, he went with his company in obedi- 
ence to orders to repel a threatened attack on Cumberland, and in the perform- 
ance of this duty he received a serious wound, which imperiled his life at the 
time and has materially disabled him ever since. 

“To properly understand the full bearing of this case it may be well to specu- 
late as to what public opinion would have been and what would have been the 
result if, instead of springing te arms and going without hesitation when or- 
dered to a threatened point, every volunteer would have hesitated or declined 
tomarch until he was regularly enlisted, enrolled, and mustered into the service 
of the United States. 

** This case differs in all respects from those who, for one consideration or an- 
other and later on the war, declined to enter the service of the United States, 
preferring organizations of a State or even local character. 

** Your committee must content themselves with this brief statement of their 
views as to this particular case, and, by reason of the distinction attempted to 
be drawn between this and most other cases, they report the bill favorably and 
recommend its passage.” 

On the Sth of July, 1886, the bill, having passed both Houses and been pre- 
sented to the President for his signature, was returned to the House with the 
following message: 


To the House of Representatives : 


Iherewith return without approval House bill No, 1059, entitled ‘An act togrant 
a pension to Joseph Romiser.’ 

The Pension Bureau reports that the records of the office fail to show that an 
application has been filed in favor of this claimant, though it is stated in the re- 
port of the House committee that such a claim was made and rejected on the 
ground that the claimant was not, at the time of injury, in the service of the 
United States, 

It certainly appears from the report of the committee that the beneficiary 
named in this bill was not in the service of the Government at such a time, and 
also that he had not been mustered into the service of any State military organ- 
ization, It is stated that he belonged to Capt. Frank Mason's company of vol- 
unteers, of Frostburg, in the State of -yers 

Whether this company was organized for the purpose of co-operating at any 
time with the Union or State forces is not alleged, and it may well have been 
existing merely for the purpose of neighborhood protection. 

Such as it was, the company was ordered in June, 1861, to proceed to Cumbet- 
land to repel a threatened attack of confederate forces. Upon arriving at that 
place the men were ordered to uncap their muskets. In doing this, and through 
the negligence of another member of the company whose musket was dis- 
cha , the claimant was wounded. 

~ a go ~~. to me that oo Se in this case, so far as they have been de- 
velo , justify the passage o 8 act. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MAnNsiIon, July 5, 1886. 
An act to grant a peusion to Joseph Romiser 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress , That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to the name of Joseph Romiser, late of 
Capt. Frank Mason’s company of land volunteers, on i 


States. 


the poten colt 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws of the United 


JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


Louaily that this act originated in the House of Representatives. 
ttest: 
JNO. B, CLARK, Jr., Clerk. 


JULY 31, 


The files from the Pension Office from which the information was obtained 
upon which the report of the committee was based were returned to the Pen- 
sion Office May 16, 1886,and were doubtless there when the veto message was 
written, but through the carelessness of some clerk were not presented to the 
President when he called for them, but on the contrary he was informed t}),: 
**the records of the office fail to show that an application has been filed in fay or 
of this claimant.” 

These files, which are now before your committee, show that the application 
was filed June 7, 1879, alleging : 

“ That at Cumberland, Md., June 19, 1861, claimant was shot through the lef 
side of the neck, coming out at the corner of left eye, entirely destroying th. 
sight of left eye and the hearing of the left ear, injuring the sight of the right 
eye and breaking the hinge of the jaw on the left side of the face by a musket- 
ball—gun being accidentally discharged in the hands of Private Alpheus Bea||,” 


In support of the claim the following affidavits were filed: 
STaTe OF MARYLAND, Alleghany County, ss, to wit: 


On this 13th day of May, A. D.1879, personally appeard before me, the sy}, 
scriber, Theo. Luman, clerk of the circuit court in and for the State and county 
aforesaid, James M. Shober, a citizen of good repute of Qumberland, Md., who 
having been first duly sworn according to law, did depose and say for himse|f 
that his name is James M.Shober; that his residence is Cumberland, Md.; that 
his age is forty-three years; that he was first lieutenant of Company I, Second 
Maryland Infantry, Purrell Home Brigade Volunteers ; that he is well acquainted 
with Joseph Romiser, now a citizen of Cumberland, Md.; that said Romiser was 
a member of Capt. Frank Mason's company of volunteers of Frostburg, Md., 
who went to Cumberland, Md.,in the month of June, 1861, at the request of the 
citizens and corporate authorities of Cumberland, Md., to resist a threatened at- 
tack upon the city of Cumberland by the confederate forces ; that he recollects 
the time, place, and general facts in connection with the shooting of Jose)\: 
Romiser, through the left neck and face, by Alpheus Beall, which are as follows, 
to wit: 

That he was one of Captain Mason’s volunteers for this occasion; that he heard 
the report of the gun, and was in a few minutes afterward with Romiser, and 
saw where Romiser had been shot; that he set up with Romiser the same night 
that he was shot; that our company returned to Frostburg the next day; that 
he of his own knowledge knows that the said Romiser was disabled for a long 


time. 
JAMES M. SHOBER. 


Subscribed and sworn to the year and date first above written. In testimony 
whereof I have hereunto set my hand and the official seal of the circuit court 
for Alleghany County, Maryland. 

THEO. LUMAN, 


Clerk of the Circuit Court for Alleghany County Maryland. 


STATE OF MARYLAND, Alleghany County ss, to wit: 


On this 13th day of May, A. D. 1879, personally appeared before me, the sub- 
scriber, Theo. Luman, clerk of the circuit court in and for the State and county 
aforesaid, John W. Hadley, a citizen of good repute, of Cumberland, Md., who, 
having been first duly sworn according to law,did dispose and say for himseif 
that his name is John W. Hadley; that his residence is Cumberland, Md_; that 
his age is fifty-three years; that he is well acquainted with Joseph Romiser, now 
a citizen of Cumberland, Md.; that he was a member of Capt. Frank Mason's 
company of volunteers of Frostburg, Md., who went to Cumberland, Md, in the 
month of June, 1861, at the request of the citizens and corporate authorities of 
Cumberland, Md., to resist a threatened attack upon the city of Cumberland by 
the confederate forces; that he recollects of the time, place, and general facts in 
connection with the shooting of Joseph Romiser by Alpheus Beall, which are 
as follows, to wit: 

That he was one of the first persons present after Romiser fell ; that he nursed 
Romiser for about one week, when two other nurses took charge of him. He was 
taken to the American House building ; that he was attended by Surgeon George 
B. Fundenburg, M. D., of Cumberland, Md.,and the su n of the Eleventh 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, whose name he does not recollect, said regiment be- 
ing commanded by Col. Lewis Wallace; that he has read the petition and 
deposition of the said Joseph Romiser, and it is correct in every particular. 

JOH) . HADLEY. 

Subscribed and sworn to the year and date first above written. In testimony 
whereof I have no set my hand and seal of the circuit court for Alle- 

hany County, Maryland. 

” . ’ THEO. LUMAN, 


Clerk of the Circuit Court for Alleghany County, Maryland. 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Fayette County, to wit: 


On the 7th day of June, A. D. 1879, personally appeared before me, the sub- 
scriber, J. M. Oglevee, otary of the court of common pleas, a court of 
record in and for the State and county aforesaid, Alpheus Beall, who, having 
been first duly sworn according to law, did depose and say: That his name :- 
Alpheus Beail; that his age is thirty-eight years; that his present post-oflice 
address is Uniontown, Fayette County, in the State of Pennsylvania; that in 
June, A. D. 1861, he was a member of Frank Mason’s company of volun- 
teers, who were not mustered into the United States or State service either, of 
Frostburg, Alleghany County, Maryland; that he was with said company whicu 
they were ordered to to Cumberland, Md., on the 19th day of June, A. 
D. 1861; that said company were ordered to Cumberland, Md., to repel a tlrcat- 
ened attack of the con’ forces. 

That upon the company’s arrival in Cumberland, Md.,the men were ordered 
to take caps off of the muskets; that whiledoing this —_ his (Beall’s) musket, 
in his (Beall’s) hands, was accidentally eae. the contents of his 
musket, being loaded with a minie-ball, struck Private Joseph Romiser, of said 

in the left side of the neck, coming out near the left eye, entirely (~ 

sightof Romiser’s left eye and the hearing of the Jeft ear, and break- 

inge of the left jaw, thereby disabling said iser for many montlis 

and injuring him permanently for life; that it was purely an accident, «| d 
neither nor your deponent was to blame or were responsible for said 


: accident. 


That this deposition is made for the purpose of assisting said Romiser to pr~ 
cure a pension from the General Government, as your deponent believes | 
imi ——_ 1 = to same; that this deponent is not interested ‘ 
—. y, in the prosecution of the invalid pension claim of said Jo-:))) 

3 ALPHEUS BEALL. 

Two witnesses: 


C. H. SRator, 
H. C. Russ. 


Subscribed and sworn to this 7th day of June, A.D. 1879, before me, the sv) 
et Pas <= the court of common pleas of the county of Fayet'’, 
and State of Pennsylvanis 




















1886. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the official seal 


cm J. M. OGLEVEE, 


nt Fa te, 
Prothonotary of the Court of Common Pleas of the aoe yo al 





















STATE OF MARYLAND, Alleghany County, to wit: 

On this 13th day of May, A. D. 1879, ly, before me the subscriber, The- 
odore Luman, clerk of the circuit court in and for the State and county afore- 
said, Dr. George B. Fundenburg, M. D., a ing physician, and a citizen of 

Cumberland. Ma. who, having been first duly sworn according 
to law,did depose and say for himself: That his name is George B. Funden- 
burg; that his residence is Cumberland, Md.; that his profession is a regular 
practicing ph , and that he has practiced medicine for upwards of forty 

(ars; that h is sixty-four years; that he is well acquainted with Joseph 

miser, now a citizen of Cumberland, Md.; that said Romiser was a member 

of Capt. Mason’s company of volunteers, of Frostburg, Md., who went 
to Cumberland in the monthof June, A. D. 1861, at the uest of the citizens of 
Cumberland, Md., to repel a threatened attack upon the city of Cumberland by 
the confederate forces. . : 

That he recollects well the time, place,and general facts in connection with 
the shooting of Joseph Romiser through the left side of the neck end face by 

Alpheus Beall, as he, the said Fundenburg, was one of the physicians and sur- 
— that professionally attended the said Romiser; that the facts are as fol- 
ows, to wit: 

I found that a minie-ball had entered at the back part of the neck, passed 
along on the outer side of the skull, under the ear, breaking the jawat its ramus, 
and making its exit through the malar bone, below and to the outer side of the 
eye of the same side. The wound was a dangerous one, but after a long sick- 
ness he recovered, but has lost the hearing of the injured ear and the sight of 
the eye. There is considerable deformity of the face, caused by exfoliation of 
bone. He has suffered ever since with frequent and protracted attacks of neu- 
ralgia, and ane is danger that sympathetic ophthalmia may cause the loss of 
the remaining eye. 

I have known Romiser for twenty years, and know him to be a man of excel- 
Jent character and steady habits, and have always considered his case as one 
very strongly fortified and entitled to a favorable consideration. 

GEO. B. FUNDENBERG, M. D,, 

Late Surgeon Colonel Birney’s Twenty-third Regimeut Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


Witness my hand and seal of the circuit court for Alleghany County, Mary- 
land, the year and date first above written. 
THEO, LUMAN, 


Clerk of the Circuit Court for Alleghany County, Maryland. 


It appears that the command of which claimant was a member was a provis- 
fonal company at Frostburg, Md., under command of Capt. Frank Mason, or- 
ganized for active service; that this company had marched to Cumberland, at 
the request of the corporate authorities of that place, to assist the Union forces 
there under the command of Col. Lew Wallace, of the Eleventh Indiana Vol- 
unteers, in resisting an attack of the confederate forces. This company had 
not been mustered into the military service of the United States, though it is 
shown that they were organized for the purpose of enlisting in the military 
service of the United States,that many of them did so enlist, and that this 
claimant had made all arrangements to enlist,and would doubtless have been 
regularly in the service in a few days had he not received the wound for which 
he now asks pension. 

December 28, 1881, tii's claim was rejected in the Pension Office for the reason 
“not in military service of the United States. See 4693.”’ 

In an office letter the Pension Office sets forth more fully the reasons of rejeo- 
tion as follows: The Adjutant-General, United States Army, reporting that no 
such organization was at the time mustered into the military service of the 
United States, this office was constrained, under the provisions of law, especially 
paragraph 4693, Revised Statutes, to reject the claim, applicant having never 

n regularly enrolled and having failed to makeand complete his application 
prior to dateof limitation established by said section, namely, July 4,1874. Par- 
8, section 4693, Revised Statutes, in reciting the persons who shall be en- 

titled to pensions, reads: 

“ Any person not an enlisted soldier in the Army, serving for the time being 
asa member of the militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the United 
States, or who volunteered for the time being to serve with any regularly or- 
ganized military or naval forces of the Uni States, or who otherwise volun- 
teered and rendered service in any engagement with rebels or Indians, disabled 
in consequence of wounds or injury received in the line of duty in such tempo- 
rary service,” 

The further provides that all such claims must be prosecuted to a 
ue before Jaly 4,1874. The failure of this claimant to make his 


successful 
application and te his claim before the expiration of the limitation has 
ee 4 msion for nearly twenty-five years. It seems to your 


duty of Congress to grant it to him now when he does 
ask for it, The precedents for this kind of legislation are very numerous, om 


'oover bana ona 

It has never been an insuperable bar to a pension thata claimant had not 
been regularly mustered into the military service. The established require- 
ment has been that it should be shown that the nee was wounded or received 
an injury while rendering service in defense of his country in a legitimate way 
and under the direction of a proper officer. In the Forty-eighth Congress a pen- 
sion was granted toa civilian who wasa volunteer employé of the Sanitary 
Commission, and who lost his leg by the boat upon which he had charge of 
stores being fired wpon by a rebel battery. A bill was introduced and has be- 
come a law during granting a ion to Albert L. Allen, an em- 
yé of the Quartermaster’s Department, who was wounded in an action. 
n the case of Mrs. Mooneyhan (H. R. 6801) a pension was granted on account 
— death of her ; he died of fever the day before he was to 
ve been mustered into service, and the bill was approved by the President. 

A bill granting to Mrs. Margaret A. Poland, widow of Alexandria 


=F 


& pension 
Poland, a citizen of Virginia, who was murdered by confederate soldiers be- 
cause he had sold te the Union forces and had fed Union soldiers, was 


t. Quite a number of bills ting pensions to 
nilitiamen who received ae ie or incurred disabilities have been approved, 
pa Te claim was made they had been mustered into the United States 


vite these bills met the hes rty approval of your committee, for their rule has 
to granting pensions to persons who were 


recommend the of 
Dumted or injured ciao Eeoaatty defending the flag of the country, even 


by some their cases did not come within the scope of the 
nee. onde sth of this month, by a vote of nearly three to one, this 


pif 
i 
f 
i 


on the oe the name of Catherine Waters, 
on board of steamer Benefit, was killed in an engage- 


forces, 
to be that an attack was threat- 
; an appeal was made by the au- 
the place. The 


chimact belong promptly reo sponded. Wihite this soldi 
promptly ‘ e soldier 
in the ranks of the Union forces with their guns loaded for the 


EE 
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enemy he received a severe wound, destroying the sight of one eye and the 
_—e of one ear, terribly disfiguring him, and very narrowly escaping with 
is life. 

The question presented to your committee is not whether, under existing law, 
lie is entitled toa pension, If he was,there would be no occasion for a special 
enactment; but the point presented is, did thisman render such a service to the 
United States as to entitle him to receive from it a favorable consideration of 
his claim? Your committee believe he did. Voluntarily he responded to its 
call for aid, and in doing so received a terrible wound, from which he has ever 
since suffered, and the effects of which will follow him to his grave. Every 
true lover of his country, every man who desires to see justice done to those 
who freely suffered in behalf of that country will rejoice in the passage of this 
bill; and your committee frankly express the opinion that had it not been for 
the carelessness of the clerk in charge of the papers, and his failure to present 
them when they were called for by the President, there would have been no oc- 
casion to make this report. 

Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of this bill, the objection 
of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 





NEWCOMB PARKER, 
(Senate Report No. 1561, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
July 24, 1886.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. Buarr, on behalt of the majority of the Committee on Pensions, submitted 
the following report: 

(To accompany bill S. 1077 and message.) 

The majority of the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States returning Senate bill No. 1077, grant- 
ing a = to Newcomb Parker, with his objections to the passage of the 
same, have considered the message and reconsidered the bill and the evidence 
in support thereof, and report: 

This is really an interesting case. The claimant filed his declaration January 
7, 1880, six months before the expiration of the limitation for arrears, so that if 
granted he would be pensioned from the incurrence of the disability, and be- 
come entitled to considerable money. He proved that he had suffered from a 
broken ankle received in line of duty, and there was no doubt about it. 

Two special examiners successively reported in favor of the claim. There 
must have been parties in the Pension Office who resented these favorable re- 
portsof theirownagents. If two favorable reports result in rejection, how many 
are necessary to secure the admission of a claim under the rules of the Pension 
Office? Where the reports continue in a man’s favor why should the office in- 
terrupt the flow of good results by interposing a rejection? It would seem that 
the best chance of success is to have a bad case, since verdicts for the plaintiff 
turn him out of court. 

This is not an obscure case either, for the certificate of disability shows that 
claimant was discharged for this very permanent hurt “ by reason of an old irre- 
ducible dislocation and fracture of right ankle-joint, received at Fort Totten, 
D.C. Is unfit for duty in Invalid Corps.” 

A permanent incurable hurt, contracted in the service, is proved by their own 
records,and then proved again by two reports of their own agents, who must 
have known better than to do justice if it could be avoided when their work 
had to run the gauntlet of such official supervision at Washington. 

Well, the result of all this demonstration was the rejection of the claim, No- 
vember 10, 1885, on the ground that claimant ‘is unable to prove that he con- 
tracted or had any disability in the service that he did not have prior to enlist- 
ment,” and the claimant was notified accordingly. Whereupon, January 14, 
1886, Senator EpMUNDs introduced the following bill (S. 1077): 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Newcomb Parker, late of Company K, Eleventh 
Regiment of Vermont Volunteers.” 

Which, on the 15th day of April, was reported by the Committee on Pensions 
to the Senate without amendment, and the following statement of facts sub- 
mitted in support of the bill: 

[Senate Report No. 561, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1077) granting 
a pension to Newcomb Parker, have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant, Newcomb Parker, late private of Company K, E.eventh Ver- 
mont Volunteers, enlisted August 14, 1862, and was discharged February 8, 1864, 
He made application for pension January 7, 1880, alleging dislocation of right 
ankle by a falling stockade at Fort Slocum, D. C., about January 1, 1864. The 
claim was rejected November 10, 1885, on the ground that the claimant is unable 
to prove that he contracted or had any disability in the service that he did not 
have prior to enlistment. 

It appears from the report of the Adjutant-General that this soldier was dis- 
abled by reason of lameness from the fracture of ankle-joint December 31, 1863 
and that on February 8, 1864, was discharged for disability, but when and where 
fracture of ankle occurred the records do notshow. The certificate of disability 
for discharge is, however, on file, and states that he was found unable to per- 
form the duties of a soldier because of old and irreducible dislocation and fract- 
ure of right ankle-joint received at Fort Totten, D.C.,and unfit for duty in In- 
valid Corps, discharged at his own request, disability one-quarter. 

The last examination by a medical board, August 6, 1835, rates the disability 
by reason of injury to right ankle at total. 

The claimant has entered evidence of several parties who knew him before 
enlistment, showing that he was then a sound man and had no difficulty with 
his ankles, and also testimony as to the incurrence of the disability in the serv- 
ice. 

The report of a special examiner, dated October 23, 188), which closes as fol- 
lows, is also on file: 

“From the testimony in this claim I am of the opinion it is one of merit, and 
therefore respectfully recommend it for admission.” 

The report of another special examiner, in which a large amount of testimony 
was taken, dated August 4, 1885, is also omile, in which he states: 

“ I think there is merit in the claim for injury of right ankle, and that on that 
account it may be admitted.”’ 

It would seem from this evidence that there can be no doubt that this disa- 
bility was incurred in the service, and that this case should properly have been 
admitted as recommended—as recommended by the special ¢ xaminers—in the 
Pension Office. Why it was not so admitted does not appear from the papers, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

On the 2ist of April the bill passed the Senate, and on the 12th of June it passed 
the House of Representatives, was enrolled June 14, and went to the President 
for his approval on the 2ist of June, whereupon such proceedings were had as 
the following letter indicates to be usual in such cases. It will be observed that 
enrolled bills can noi come tothe possession of the Interior Department save 
from the custody of the President, who receives them from Congress. 


[From letter in other cases, June 14, 1886.] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
Sim: I send herewith enrolled bills, as follows: * * * Please cause the 





<7 Spay, 


LB ea IN 


fad el a tLe Hinde ceninhober 


7802 


same to be critically examined and report to this Department whether in your 
opinion any objections to their approval are known to exist. In cases where 
objections exist they should be specifically set forth. 


Very respectfully, 
H, 8. MULDROW, Acting Secretary. 
The CoMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 


February 6,all the papers on file in the Pension Office in this case were called 
for and sent to the Senate committee, and April 15 were returned to the Pension 
Office. 

Being now in possession of the Senate report and of the mere from and after 
April 15, and of the enrolled bill from the President, and his demand for the 
facts, the Commissioner overhauls the performances of his subordinates in this 
case, and the following report of the evidence on fileis the result. It will be ob- 
served that this document itself proves that it is made after the Senate action 
took place,and was known to the Commissioner, who personally examined this 
case, as adocument printed herewith, containing, as it does, these words: “The 
papers were sent to the Senate Committee on Pensions, February 6, 1886, and 
returned April 15, 1886,” 


[No. 335797. Newcomb Parker, Company K, Eleventh Vermont Volunteers.] 

‘laim was rejected November 10, 1885, on the ground that claimant is unable 
to prove that he contracted or had any disability in the service that he did not 
have prior to enlistment, 

Soldier enlisted as private August 14, 1862, and was transferred to One hundred 
and twenty-ninth Company, Second Battalion Invalid Corps, December 31, 1863, 
at Clifburn barracks, by reason of lameness from fracture of ankle-joint and flat 
foot. Discharged February 8, 1864, for disability. 

Certificate of disability shows that he was discharged by reason of an “old 
irreducible dislocation and fracture of right ankle-joint, received at Fort Totten, 
D. C.. is unfit for duty in invalid corps, and is discharged at his own request; 
disability, one-fourth.”’ 

Regimental records not on file. 

Claimant alleges in declaration filed January 7, 1880, that abort January 1, 
aes, a Peet Slocum, D.C., he had his right ankle dislocated by the falling of a 
stockade. 

In deposition before special examiner he states that as near as he can remem- 
ber, it was in October, 1863, at Fort Slocum, D, C. ,a detachment of his company 
were engaged in strengthening the earthwork by driving a stockade. He was 
on top of the parapet handling one of the timbers, when he slipped and fell into 
the ditch, and the timber came down on him and crushed his right ankle. Was 

i.ked up by hiscomradesand taken to regimental es, which was between 

‘ort Totten, where Company K was stationed, and Fort Slocum. Never had 
any trouble with his feet or ankle prior to enlistment, and has never received 
any injury to right foot or ankle since discharge, but admits an injury to left 
hip by being squeezed between two cars in 1873 or 1874. Was stripped and ex- 
amined at enlistment. 

Spesten examiner reports not reliable. 

oses Demarse, late private Co. K, Lith Vt. Vol. testifies that in the fall of 
1863, at Fort Totten, he just come off of picket duty and he saw claimant 
lying in his bunk, and he had crutches made for him. He said, and they all 
said, that he was hurt coming off the bomb proof at Fort Totten. He was all 
right when affiant went on picket duty, and was lame when he returned. His 
ankle was not broken, for it was not in splints, but it was badly swollen, and a 
kind of black color and bruised. His foot was kind of flat when he enlisted, but 
he used it perfectly well, only it turned out a little more than the other. Can 
not say which foot it was. 

Reputation good, by special examiner. 

Nathan K. Martin testifies that he was a member of Company K, Eleventh 
Vermont Volunteers, and claimant seemed all right at enlistment, except that 
he had a twisted ankle and flat foot. Claimant was examined at enlistment at 
saine time affiant was. Remembers that in the fall of 1868, when the defenses 
at Washington were being strengthened, claimant was at work,and in some 
way got his ankle strained. He was in line of duty. Does not remember the 
circumstances of the injury oat Os he was at work on the fortifications. 

Julius Gaudant testifies that he was a private in Company K, Eleventh Ver- 
mont Volunteers, and knew claimant from boyhood, but had not seen him for 
several years prior to enlistment. Did not notice that he had any trouble with 
his foot or a peculiar walk at enlistment. Remembers that late in the fall of 
1862 (same year they went out) they were building stockade barracks, and in 
some way claimant got his ankle, or hurt, and it made him lame for a 
long time, Did not see him when he was hurt, but did see him five minutes 
afterward, and he said his foot or leg was hurt, and he started away, limping. 
Claimant was made lame in 1862, and laid around camp for more @ year, 
doing nothing. Claimant's allegations were read to it, and he states that 
he does not remember the injury at all that way, and only recollects his state- 
mentabove. Remembersthatw en claimant was hurt somebody said, “ Newk's 
leg is broken; ”" and the boys said, “ He is only fooling to get rid of work.” 
But affiant did not afte for he would not have kept it up so long, and he 
kept getting worse. 

Allen 8. Fleury testifies that he was a member of Company K, Eleventh Ver- 
mont Volunteers, and has known claimant ever since he wasa child, and knows 
that as a boy and young man he wasanactive, ‘ellow, and never noticed 
any difficulty in getting around. Can not say from his own personal knowl- 
edge that claimantreceived an injury in the service; knows that he was trans- 
ferred to the Invalid Corps for lameness, and that he was lame around camp 
for a considerable time before he was transferred. While he has no personal 
knowledge of how he became lame, yet there is an impression on hismind that 
he was hurt somehow at Fort Slocum in the fall of 1863. Whether that impres- 
sion was made from facts within his own knowledge, or from having this 
matter talked up to him, he can not w- 

At Fort Totten they used to play bal! a good deal, and claimant was quite act- 
ive; but there was a time when he did not play onaccount of Claim- 
ant’s statement was read to affiant, and he states that he does not rememberany 
feature of the narrative. 

a Good.” 

Roses H. Soules, late lieutenant, Company K, Eleventh Vermont Volunteers, 
states, in reply to a letter from this , that he remembers claimant was off 
duty at Fort Totten in 1863 on account of hisfootandankle being bad. Astohis 
being sound at enlistment knows that he was stripped and examined, and he 
supposed that was good evidence of soundness, 

. 8. Lillie, late private Company K, Eleventh Vermont Volunteers, states, in 
reply to letter from examiner, that he and 
duty with him when he was 

Thinks it was his hip or ank 
but can not recall the particulars to mind. 

The surgeons of the regiment have been corresponded with, but they fail to 
remember claimant. 

Henry C. Hill, postmaster, Isle La Motte, Vt., testifies that he has known claim- 
ant since he was a boy, and prior to 1862 he seemed to have some trouble with 
his ankles and he had a flat foot. He walked with the right foot more turned 
than the left and it was flat, broken down in the instep so that there was no hol- 
low; sold him boots from the time he was old enough to wear them until he en- 
listed, and he walked on the “inner side” of his a 
foot more than the other, wore it out on the inner s' 
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down the shank directly. It is reported that he has met with two or thre, 
cidents on the railroad since the war. He has no bias or prejudice in tis »,,.. 


ter. 

Polly A. Goodsell testifies that she is claimant’s sister, and that whe» | 
a boy eight or nine years old he fell off a car and sprained his ankle: jt 9. 
broken, and he got well in a little while and never was acripple until he , 
home from the war. He never hada flat foot until he came home {;,; 
Army,and always wore his boots as straight asany of the other boys, a 
ing was the matter with his feet when he enlisted ; remembers of two ac. 
received since the war. Last winter he got jammed in coupling cars ang | 
his stomach, and about sixteen years ago he had his shoulders squcez 

Elizabeth Parker testifies that she is claimant's mother, and that whe: 
about 15 years of age, in attempting to get off a train while it was iy ; 
the heel of his boot dragged along the ground as he hung on, and tur), 
right ankle and sprained it. In two weeks he was walking around aga 
he never had any more trouble with that foot until he went into t); 
Both feet were alike when he enlisted, and he walked as wel! aseyer | 
had no flat foot and did not break down the shank of his boot. He got ¢ 
together on the cars about fifteen years ago and dislocated hisright hip. | 
tain that it was his right hip, because we have spoken about it a good ; 
times; that all the injuries he has received have been on that limb. Has notic 
that his foot has changed since then. He had a lump on his ankle as big as }), 
fist when he came from the Army, but she did not see that his foot was any 
ferent from what it was when heenlisted; but since he gotthat hip hurt shi 
see a change in his foot, and it is flattened out and turned sideways. } 
met with two other accidents on the railroad since, and both of them to 
right limb, and of course that goes to affect the foot and ankle. He said 
he returned that ae was digging atrench at Fort Slocum, and fell in and br 
his ankle. Knows the bones were broken, because they had to straighten 
ankle by bandages. 

Ezra Fleury testifies that he has known claimant since he was a bo) 
to employ him a good deal. He always had a flat foot from boyhoo: lay 
culiar gait, which gave him the appearance of slight lameness, but it did not 
terfere with him, and he was always ready to scuffle or wrestle with any 
who came along, and was an expert at it. Has seen him swimming, an 
his bare legs, and should say,so far as his ankles were concerned, lie \ 
sound man in 1862, 

The papers were sent to the Senate Committee on Pensions February 
and returned April 15, 1886. f 
. Medical examination by the Plattsburg board, held August 6, 1855, shows 

ollows: 

The internal malleolus of the right foot is extra prominent. Imme i 
below this malleolus is another bone, one of the tarsus, which is nearly ; 
inent as the malleolus. Below this other bone is a large callus of the int 
ment. The ball of great toe and the internal border of the same toe ar 
the seat of hard calluses of theintegument. The foot is everted, so th 
on the internal border ofthis foot. The arch of this foot is entirely ob! 

His boot shows that he walks constantly on the internal border. The con- 
—— motion of the ankle,and the motion of the toes are not interfered 
with, 

Rated total for injury of right ankle. : 

The or jacket in which the papers were kept has the following in- 
——_ we call attention to that, which shows that a special act was 
pe ig): 

Returned from S.C. (Senate Committee) April 15, 1886. 


[Indorsed on jacket.] 
No. 335797. 


Newcomb Parker; P.O., Rouse’s Point, N. Y. 
Service: Co. K, llth Vt. Vols. 
Enlisted — 14, -_ 
Application filed : ed 7, 1880. 
eges dislocation of right ankle. 

Attorney: George L. Clark, Plattsburgh, N. Y. : 

Nov. 19, 1885, Clark informed rejected; claimant is unable to prove any dis.io 
service he did not have prior thereto. 5 : 
—— 22,1886, date and cause of rejection to claim’t through Hon. H.G.»B 


t’d from 8S. C. April 15, 1886. 

June 24, 1886, letter to Att’y Clark (see copy). 

In the indorsement of April 15 the letters “S. C.” are used for ‘‘ Senate Com- 
mittee’ by the custom of the office, and indicate, of course, to any one exam it- 
ing the papers that the rs have been in the possession and on that date r- 
turned from possession of that committee. ; 

June 24, the Commissioner makes the order indicated by the fc”iowing pap’ 
now among the files: 

(335797. Newcomb Parker, Co. K, Eleventh Regiment Vermont 4 oluntcers., 
Mr. Mack, 

Chief Eastern Division: 

The honorable Commissioner directs that this claim be allowed under |'s 

ruling No. 181. Ss 
EVANS, Beret 


JUNE 24, 1886. 

Prior to June 29 all these have taken place at the Pension Office, the! 
and the action of the Pension considered by the Executive, and on (2« 
29th the President of the United States sends the following veto message to the 
Senate: 


{Senate Ex. Doc. No. 194, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 
Message from the President of the United States returning Senate bill 1077 wihow! 1 


To the Senate: 
snee om a approval Senate bill number ten hundred and se 
7 daim a a act —— pension te Newcomb Parker. 
Before = ra pension in the year 1550. we 
cions, ignorance of of the bill herewith ‘returned, the Commissioner of Pex 
/ decision wed aim under the gene™ 
As this : im of the Rein Bureau entitles the beneficiary named to 
the date of filing his ap ion, which, under the provi= 
e special bill in his favor, would only accrue from the time o! Ils pe 
sage, [am un that one found worthy to be placed upon the pension-r® 
po mee, eri neon oe oor 
‘ GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcUTIVE Mansion, June 29, 1886. 


Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session." 

c gun and held at the city of Washington,on Monday, the seventh day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight h and eighty-five. } 

An act granting a pension to Newcomb Parker. s 

Be ii enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer 

ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
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authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of “ywweomb Parker, late of | 


} <, Elev tegi , /olunteers. * 
Company K, Eleventh Regiment of Vermont Vo! at G. CARLISLE, 


; i 
aker of the Hor-ce of Representatives. 
wet JOHNS SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate protempore. 
ertify the is act originated in the Senate. . 
I certify that this act originated in the ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary, 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 
The following letter of the Commissioner, addressed to the committee, dated 
February 6, 1886, proves that as early as that date he was informed of the action 
d 





} 
Congress, that from.and after that date he was not in ignorance « 
qns oe oen ‘or a special act, and that up to that date, when he transmitt« 
the papers to the Senate, nothing had been done in the way of reconsidering the 
case, and as matter of fact nothing was done until in the month of June last: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1886. 
Sm: In response to your request, I have the honor to transmit herewith the 
apers in the claim for pension of Newcomb Parker, late private of Company K, 
Eleventh Vermont Volunteers, original number 335797. The claim was rejected 
on the ground that the claimant is unable to prove that he contracted or hadany 
disability in service that he did not have prior to cniistment. 


Vi respectfully, 
sare JOHN C. BLACK, 


i 
| 
Commissioner. 
Hon. Joun I. MircHett, 
Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senale. 


The Senate kept the papers until the bill was reported and returned to them 
April 15. During the time the papers were in possession of the Senate nothing 
would have been done by the Commissioner. The bill passed the House on the 
12th of June. It was in possession of the House from and after its passage by 
the Senate, April 21l,up to June 12. It was reported to the House some days 
earlier,on May 1!,and after the House report was made, the papers, if the House 
had called for them, would have been returned to the Pension Office. Accord- 
ingly,on the 12th of June, we find the Pension Office astir,as by the following 


appears: 
BoaRD OF REREVIEW, June 12, 1885. 


[No. 335797. Newcomb Parker, Co. K, ith Reg’t Vt. Vols.] 

Respectfully referred to the medical referee. 

Please look over this case and state whether, in your opinion, claimant’s pres- 
ent condition is due entirely to injury of rightankle and flat foot, shown to have 
existed prior to enlistment; or whether if it is accepted that he received an in- 
jury to said ankle in the service, you can separate the two, and rate for the dis- 
ability which may be due to the service, as per Commissioner’s ruling No. 181. 

GEO, 0. EVANS, 
Rereviewer. 
Approved: 
F, W. Poor, 
Acting Chief Board Rereviewer. 


MEDICAL Division, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 14, 1886. 
[No. 335797. Newcomb Parker, Co. K, lith Reg’t Vt. Vols.] 


Respectfully returned to Mr. Poor, acting chief board of rereview. 

To say exactly what degree of disability is due to the injury received before 
enlistment and to that alleged to have been received in service is impossible, but 
if the all injury is accepted legally, then it is, in my opinion, the duty of the 
medical division te separate the injuries received before and after enlistment, 
and grant a rating for the injury as legally accepted. 

GEORGE P. DU BOSE, 
Medical Examiner. 
Approved: 
P. H. Barton, 
Acting Medical Referee. 


This completes the light thrown upon the subject by the records, except as by 
the following unsigned document which comes to us among the files: 


(No. 335797. Newcomb Parker, Company K, Eleventh Vermont Volunteers. } 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 23, 1886. 

Sin: In reply to your communication of recent date relative to the abover 
entitled claim, I have the honor to state that I have caused the evidence to be 
carefully examined and have personally considered the same. 

You are informed that the case is now under consideration with a view to its 
allowance, and certificate will be issued as soon as the exigencies of the work of 
this office will admit, 


Very respectfully, 





Commissioner. 


George I. Crarx, 916 F sireet, City. 


Now, we submit in this connection the French proverb that ‘‘he whoexcuses 
ses," and also the legal maxim, “unusual clauses always induce a suspi- 
With all the rest, why does the President in his message suppress the 
that this claim had been formally rejected by the Pension Office, so thatthe 
had noremedy butin the interposition of Congress? Why does he take 
tostate that ** in ignorance of the action of Congress”? the Commissioner 
the claim under hogmanl law? Why does he proceed to express 
to the claimant from the loss of arrears of pension by the action 
A such action would have no such effect, not in the least im- 
sent the allowance of the arrears,save by the force of a recent 
ruling of the present Commissioner, reversing all previous prac- 
violating all equity and, we believe, all legal right, made apparently as 
to those who dare to ly to Congress for relief, no matter what 
they may have suffered in the toils of the office. 
does the President so write this message as to place Congress (whose 
based upon the rejection of the claim by the Commissioner), him- 
Commissioner before the country in a light favorable to himself 
,and unfavorable to the Legislature of the country? 
believe that the Commissioner of Pensions reversed his own de- 
this claim without a particle of further evidence orany 
result of the ings in Congress,of which it is 
deny his knowledge, or at least knowledge of those 
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who reviewed and reversed his previous action, and allowed this claim just in 
Season to enable the President to write this uliar veto which places Con- 
Sress in the attitude of inflicting hart to the claimant by its meddlesomeness? 


z 


President could not have been familiar with the facts in this case; all he 
them from the Commissioner of Pensions or from his office. 


| 
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Who told him that the ( ssioner had reversed the rejection and allowed 
the claim in ignorance of t) ion of Congress? That assertion must have 
come from the Commissioner, for no one else could have known of his want of 
knowledge. The Commiss er decided June 24 to allow the claim. June 21 
the enrolled bill went to tl side: Was the e1 ed 
the Commissioner before } i led to allow th aim’? However that may 
be, is it conceivable that, with the office stirred up by this pension controversy 
and the constant watchf ess of the office over the proce gs of Congress and 
the correspondence going on between committees and the office, the overhaul 











lin possession of 


















ing and transmission of files, and the special attention thus called to each case, 
besides the public proceedings, reports, passage of bills 1 wrded in our Con- 
gressional daily, which goes in numbers to all Executive Dey ents. to say 
nothing of the omnipresent newspapers of the land, that the eyes of the men 
who do the work in the office were not fixed upon their unjus l unreason- 
able decision in this case, and that whether or not those who were ng the 
claim in Congress called the attention of the Commissioner to it 
of this claim is not wholly due to the action of Congress and i LOrance 
of that action? 

There can be no good cause assigned for this ruling of the Commissione: 


fusing, by reason of special acts, the right to prosecute under the general laws 
for arrears justly due, except in the few cases where Congress makes express 
or plainly implied provision that the pension granted isin lieu of all claims 
whatsoever. Even then, when the claim is for a vested right under existing 
and general laws, which is the fact in this and nearly all other cases, the action 
of the legislative power would fail, fora vested right can not be taken away by 
act of Congress, and pensions due by virtue of laws existing when the contract 
of enlistment should be, held to be, in effect, vested rights protected by all sub- 
sequent legislation. 

In closing this report it is proper to observe, as the result of a careful re-ex- 
amination, that in the whole twenty-five vetoes of special pension acts, origi- 
nating in the Senate, not one “ bogus,’’ or fraudulent, or ill-considered cl 
so far as Congress is concerned, has been developed. Nor, in the! f of 
committee, is there one, except the case of Mrs. De Krafft, in which there wasa 
clerical error in the bill doing no one any harm, in which the defeat of th 
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i 
sion by the exercise of the veto power has not worked great wrong and, in most 
eases, suffering to the soldiers or their dependentand needy relatives in whos 
favor the Congress has exercised the legislative power. 

This report is prepared and submitted under the following order of 
committee: 
‘Ata regular meeting of the Committee on Pensions, June 29, 188 


} 


“Ordered, That theseveral veto messages of the President be referred, respect- 
ively, to the members of the committees who reported the bills vetoed, with in- 
structions to examine and report the same back to the Senate, submitting any 
qtestions to the committee for advice and re-examination which they think nec- 
essary, and that any member of tl ve to pre- 
sent dissenting views.”’ 


1e minority of the committe 


JOHN 8, KIRKPATRICK. 
[Senate Report No. 1562, Forty-ninth Congress, first session 
In 1 : SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Jvny 24, 1886.—Ordered to be printed, 


Mr. Buarre, on behalf of the majority of the Committee on Pensions, submitted 
the following report (to accompany bill 8S. 1797 and message) : 

The majority of the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the message 
of the President of the United States, returning Senate bill No. 1797, granting a 
pension to John S. Kirkpatrick, with his objections to the passage of the same, 
have considered the message and reconsidered the bill and the evidence in sup- 
port thereof, and report recommending the passage of the bill notwithstanding 
the objections of the President. 

The principal portion of the evidence on file in the Pension Office in this case 
is herewith printed, as well as the Senate report, the veto message, and the peti- 
tion of the applicant praying for the passage of the bill over the veto. 

It will be perceived the message of the President is founded upon the declara- 
tion of the Commissioner that this case has not been in effect rejected by the 
Commissioner. The lett 








ter of the Commissioner so notifying the applicant of 
the rejection is printed herewith,and it is quite idle if not an unwarrantable 
trifling with the proper verity of official statement to say that this case was still 
pending before the Commissioner of Pensions when application was made to 
Congress for relief. Besides, werethis so, there is noimpropriety inthe petition 
of this man addressed to Congress for relief; and it is an invasion of the right 
of petition on the part of the citizen, and of the right and duty of the legislative 
power to hear such petition, and in its discretion—not that of the Executive 
to determine whether and in what form it will grant relief, to say that this bill 
shall be rejected, or ought to be rejected, because the applicant had no right to 
apply as yet to Congress for redress of grievances. 

There may be good grounds for vetoing this bill, but the fact that Congress 
has seen fit to pass it or to entertain it before the Commissioner of Pensions has 
refused jurisdiction to do long-neglected justice under the general laws intrusted 
to him in the first instance foradministration, or before he has refused to dosoin 
a formal instrument in writing granting permission to Congress to entertain the 
petition for redress, is hardly a sound reason for defeating this bill 
sixty-five years old; has one of the most terrible a own to man; is 
poor and helpless; of excellent character and respecta > position among men, 
and has amply proved his case many years since before the Commissioner of 
Pensions. By almost universal law the testimony of the claimant alone is suffi- 
cient whereon to base a verdict. 

The Commissioner of Pensions is not bound by any law of evidence but that 
of sound reason and good sense. This evidence all-suflicient, and the artificial, 
technical, absurd, and wicked rules of investigation, consideration, and decis- 
ion, which have so long disgraced the administration of the Pension Offi 
should cease. Something should be done to give the soldier and the country a 
reform in that system. It is more the fault of the system than of any one oral! 
who administer it. Designedly left free from artificial rules of administration 
in order that justice-might be done in substance and without delay, the system 
has glorified the circumlocution office of Dickens, and it has come to pass that 
even the President approves vast numbers of specal acts on the very evidence 
upon which the Pension Office rejects, where the eases come clearly within the 
general law and the unquestioned jurisdiction of the Comm 

There is probably no way out of this imbroglio but in a return to loc al courts 
and tribunals, the system which our fathers adopted, at least so far as the trial 
of cases which, coming under the provisions of the general law, have been re- 
jected by the Secretary of the Interior on appeal from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, 

A bill for that purpose has been reported to the Senate by your committee, 
and if it should become a law it would remove from Congress to the jurisdiction 
of local courts and juries of their neighbors at least four-fifths of all the cases 
which now overwhelm Congress and the Executive, and try the strength, not 
to say the patience, of both. 

Ifthere never had been any Pension Office for other purposes than to furnish 
transcripts of record and the like, who believes that it would havetaken a quar- 
ter of a century for local tribunals in the States to find one-half or two-thirds of 
their soldiers who were or are entitledtopensions? Thesystem, however, must 
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ssioner. 
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stand, probably. There might be improvement by the removal of its imperfec- 
tions andabuses. We havesuggestedone. A wise and vigorous Commissioner, 
properly sustained, can remove many of the existing evils, and it is to be hoped 
that a great opportunity will not be lost by the present incumbent of that im- 
ortant office. 

: The committee have taken care to criticise the system rather than the indi- 
vidual men who administer it, in order that they may not confound themselves 
in the execution of their practical duties with the legislative power. 

The committee will leave the Senate and the country to judge botween the 
parties on the evidence in this case. It does not seem to us that the nation can 
evade the payment of this pension, but perhaps it can be done. The committee, 
however, respectfully beg leave to be excused from participation in this work, 
and recommend the peeeae of the bill, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding. This report is made under the general order of the 
committee, of which the following is a copy: 

Ata regular meeting of the committee June 29, 1886— 

Ordered, That the several veto messages of the President be referred respect- 
ively to the members of the committee who reported the bills vetoed, with in- 
structions to examine and report the same back to the Senate, submitting any 
questions to the committee for advice and re-examination which they think 
necessary,and that any meiber of the minority of the committee have leave 
to present dissenting views. 


[Senate Report No. 618, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1797) granting 
a pension to John 8. Kirkpatrick, have examined the same, and report: 


That the records in this case show that claimant was a private in Company 
K, First Regiment Colored Volunteers; that he was a sound, strong man when 
he enlisted, and that during a long, tedious March from Fort Craig to Fort 
Union, New Mexico, he contracted varicose veins, which have ever since that 
time prevented him from performing manual labor. That he is sixty-five years 
of age, and totally unfit for any manual labor. Statement of claimant is 
corroborated by testimony of comrades and neighbors; also, by certificates of 
examining surgeons L. D. Hall and Max Kennedy, who both testify that this is 
the worst case of varicose veins they ever saw; and rate his disability total 
therefor. 

Taking into consideration all the testimony on file in this case, the committee 
believe it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill, and recommend its pas- 
sage. 

Message from the President of the United — returning Senate bill 1797 without his 
approval, 


June 30, 1886.—Read and referred to the Committee on Pensions and ordered to 


be printed. 
To the Senate: 


I hereby return Senate bill number seventeen hundred and ninety-seven, en- 
titled “An acting granting a pension to John 8. Kirkpatrick.” 

This claimant appears to have enlisted December 10, 1861, and to have been 
discharged December 20, 1864, He is borne upon the rolls of his company as 
present up to June, 1862; in July and August, 1862, as on detached service as i 

vital attendant, and so reported February 28,1863. In March and April, 1863, he 
i reported as present, and in May and June, 1863, as on detached service. There 
is nowhere in Bis service any record of disability. 

He filed his application for a pension in 1880, in which he alleged that from 
hardship and exposure on a long march in New Mexicoin the month of Decem- 
ber, 1862, he contracted varicose veins in his legs. 

As I understand the reeord given above, this claimant was on detached serv- 
ice from July, 1862, to February, 1363. 

It will be observed that his claim is that he contracted his disability within 
that time, and in December, 1862, Heappears also to have served for two years 
after the date of his alleged injury, and that he did not file his application for 
pension till about sixteen years afterwards. 

His claim is still pending, undetermined, in the Pension Bureau, and if there 
is merit in it there is no doubt that he will be able to make it apparent. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive Mansion, June 29, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, atthe first session, begun 
and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the seventh day of December, 
one thousand eight hundred and cighty-five | 


An act granting a pension to John S. Kirkpatrick. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws,the name of John 8, Kirkpatrick, 
late a private in Company K, First Colorado Regiment. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House o resentatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 

I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 

ANSON G. McCOOK, 


Secretary, 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 


To the honorable Congress of the United States : 


I, John 8. Kirkpatrick, your petitioner, would eneatie say that it has just 
eome to my knowledge that the President has vetoed the bill recently passed 
by Congress requiring my name to be placed on the pension-roll. 

The circumstances in my case are peculiar. At the time I became injured I 
was many hundreds of miles away from my company and practically alone, and 
did not rejoin the company for nearly four months thereafter, consequently few 
knew of - injury. Our oer was made up of men from seventeen States 
and many foreign countries and became widely scattered. Ten years’ searching 
has enabled me to find only three of the old members, and they know nothing 
that could be of any use in this case. 

In November, 1882, I sent an affidavit to the Pension Office in which I stated 
that I had no more proof to offer, and asked the office to allow the claim or re- 
— =e proof then offered. I have ceased to seek for proof, believing it 

useless, 

I do not think it was the intent of the law that it should be administered so 
as to compe! a man to a himself in order to sustain a just claim. I be- 
lieve that the rule of the Pe Office requiring direct proof is the cause of 
eo aor frauds in the pension business. 

cou ave satisfied the requirements of the Pension Office years ago by 
dividing the money with men who would have sworn to the best advantage 
and stuck to it, but I prefer defeat to fraud. 


All of our company officers are dead. The President could probably under- 
stand the difficulty of obtaining their evidence. a . 


Had there been any probability of my obtaining testimony I would not have 
risked the loss of more than twenty years of back pension by appealing to Con- 


Representatives of the United States of 


gress. Had I not been disabled I would have remained in the Army longer. as 
the $800 of Government and local bounties then obtainable was a great te:,;,) 
tion, as the end of the war was visible. _ 
For nearly twenty-four years I have never for one hour been free from pain 
I have striven to live without the aid to which I was justly entitled. My sixty. 
five years of age notifies me that the end is not far off. Iam no longer able to 
earn a living, and epee to judgment of Congress as against the malignant j;,. 
justice of the President. ie 
A victim of the brutal want of system of the American military system, I gp. 
peal to you for a fraction of justice. No amount of money would compensate 
my suffering, but a reasonable amount would add to mycomfort. I admit tha: 
the proof is meager, but when did genuine courage and endurance take tho ,¢} t 
to leave a plain trail behind? I throw myself on your mercy. Pass the }),)\_ 
the Pension Office objections to the contrary—or acknowledge that your pen- 
sion system is a fraud and a delusion. 3 ; 
And for this I will ever pray. 
JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK 
CLAY CENTER, KAxs., June 30, 1886. , 


APPENDIX. 


COPIES OF PAPERS FILED IN ORIGINAL PENSION CLAIM OF JOHN 8. Kinkxpar-. 
RICK, 


Declaration for original invalid pension, 
STATE oF Kansas, County of Clay, ss: 


On this llth day of June, A. D. one thousand cight hundred and eighty, per. 
sonally a penned belee me, clerk of the district court, a court of record wit} 
and for the county and State aforesaid, John 8. Kirkpatrick, aged 58 years. a 
resident of the township of Oakland, county of Clay, State of Kansas, who. be. 
ing duly sworn aeneeeeg to law, declares that he is the identical John S. Kirk. 
patrick who was enrolled on the 10th day of December, 1861, in Company K, of 
the First iment of Colorado Volunteers, commanded by Capt. Samuc! M. 
Robbins, and was honorably discharged at Denver on the 20th day of Decem- 
ber, 1864; that his personal description is as follows: Age, 58 years; height, 6 fect 
1} inches; complexion, medium ; hair, dark; eyes, hazel. That while a mem- 
ber of the organization aforesaid, in the service and in the line of his duty be- 
tween Ft. Craig and Ft. Union, in the Territory of New Mexico, on or about 
the 13th day of ber, 1862, he, from hardship and exposure on the route. he 
contracted varicose veins of the legs, and that he has suffered with said varicose 
veins continually since that time, and is unable to do any considerable amount 
of manual labor. 

On or about the 15th day of December, 1862, he was attached to Co. B, 2d Col, 
Volunteers, and was reported to the post surgeon on the company sick-|ist, 
That he was treated in hospitals as follows: Fort Union about the 22d of De- 
cember and for some days thereafter; that he has never been employed in the 
military or naval service otherwise than as stated above; thatsince leaving the 
service this licant has resided in the counties of Douglass, Ottawa, and Clay, 
in the State of Kansas, and his occupation has been that of afarmer; that prior 
to his entry into the service above named he was a man of good, sound phys- 
ical health, being, when enrolled, a carpenter; that he is now partially disabled 
from obtaining his subsistence by manual laber by reason of his injuries, above 
described, received in the service of the United States, and he therefore makes 
this declaration for the purpose of being placed on the invalid pension-roll of 
the United States. Se 

He hereby appoints, with full power of substitution and revocation, F. H. 
Gelston & Co., of Washington city, District of Columbia, his true and Jawful 
attorneys to prosecute his claim ; that he has never received nor applied fora 
pension; that his post-office address is Oak Hill, county of Clay, State of Kansas, 

JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK. 


r 
n 


Attest: 
A. F. SCHAEBER, 
J. W. Ewe. 


Also personally appeared A. F. Schaeber, residing at Clay Center, and J. W 
Ewing, residing at Oak Hill, persons whom I certify to be respectable and en- 
titled to credit, and who, being by me duly sworn, say they were present and 
saw John 8. Kirkpatrick, the claimant, sign his name (or make his mark) to tle 
foregoing declaration; that they have every reason to believe, from the appear- 
ance of said claimant and their acquaintance with him, that he is the identical 
person he represents himself to be; and that they have no interest in the prose- 
cution of this claim. 

A. F. SCHAEBER. 
J. W. EWING. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 1lth day of June, A. D. 1880, and! 
hereby certify that the contents of the above declaration, &c., were fully made 
known and explained tothe applicant and witnesses before swearing, inc! ding 
the words “at” and “State of” erased ; and thatI have no interest, direct or 
indirect, in the prosecution of this claim. 

{L. 8.) JOHN F. RYERSON, 


Clerk Dist. Court Clay Co., Kansas. 
Received direct from cl’m'nt. 


E. H. G. & CO. 
Filed by E. H. Gelston & Co., Washington, D. C. 
(Stamped :) Department of the Interior, Pension Office, Jun, 16, 1880. 


Examining surgeon's certificate in the case of an original applicant. 
[No. of application, 378,687; State, Kansas; county, Cloud. | 
Post-Orrice, Concordia, Nov. 24th, 1881. 
I hereby certify that Ihave carefully examined John 8, Kirkpatrick, lates 
vate Co. “ K,” Ist Reg’t, Col. Vols., in the service of the United States, who 
an applicant for an invalid pension by reason of alleged disability resulting 
from varicose veins. 
In my opinion the said John 8S. Ki is totally ($8.00) incapacitated for 
obtaining his subsistence by manual from the cause above stated. _ ; 
Judging from his t condition, and from the evidence before me. it is ™Y 
belief that the said ility did originate in the service aforesaid in the line of 
duty. 
The disabitity is likely to continue. ee 
Amore lar descri of the applicant’s condition is subjoined: 
Height, 6 ft. 1} in.; , 165 aprox.; complexion, dark ; age, @; pulse, —; 


worst case of varix that I have ever met with. On left leg the veins are 
distended to an enormous size from the groin nearly to the toes*, making |{ n°™ 
essary to abandon a No.9 boot and wear a No. 12. Right leg is affected [0m 
the knee to the but not so bad as its fellow. There is on the right leg, 
below the knee, a tumor, so to speak, as large as half of a goose ¢fe 
He says that work or exercise on his legs makes them much worse, sometimes 
ree L. D. HALI 


Examining Surgeon. 
(Stamped :) U. 8. Pension Office, Nov. 28, 1881. 


*See diagram. 











so FT! 


1886. 
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Examining surgeon’s certificate in the case of an original applicant. 


No. 378,687. Name of claimant, John L. Kirkpatrick, private Company K, first 
OScineede Cavairy. Examining surgeon’s address: Junction City, Davis 

County, Kansas. Date of examination, November 15, 1882.] : 

I hereby certify that I have carefully examined this applicant, who claims that 
while in the service of the United States, at or near a place named ——, and 
while in line of duty, on or about the —— day of —, 18—, he incurred varicose 
veins, and that in eonesquence thereof he is totally disabled for earning his 

b anual labor. 4 
“leas that he is 61 years of age, that he weighs 165 pounds, and that he is 
Giver ane een is 66, his respiration 17, and his temperature not 
taken. 

The examination reveals the following facts: 

This is the worst case of Vv veins it has been my lot everto see, I have 
never seen anything like them, extending from the lower part of the abdomen 
down each leg to the toes. He saidhe never had any of it until afler he entered 
the Army, andalthough he suffered very much with them, he never complained 
or spoke of his condition to «ny one, and always was on duty, and never was 
treated for them by any physician or su m; says he is not able to produce 
any testimony in regard to his condition while in the service; he looks like an 
honest man ng the truth, and if so, should have a total pension; he says 
he never pretends to work ; can not stand upon his legs very long at a time. 

From the condition and history of the claimant, itis my opinion the disability 
was incurred in the service as claimed, and that it is not aggravated or pro- 
tracted by vicious habits. 

I find the disability as above described to entitle him to total rating. 

. MAX. KENNEDY, 
Examining Surgeon. 





(Stamped :) U. S. Pension Office, Nov. 28, 1882, 


[J. George Dieter, dealer in dry vate 7 Pisieite boots, shoes, hats, caps, drugs, 
ete. 


Oak Hitt, Kans., Nov. 10, 1882. 
Wa. W. DupLey, 


Commissioner of Pensions, Washington, D. C.: 
Sr: Yours of 10|19to hand. Have been trying to find particulars in case J. 
L. Kirkpatrick, but failed, as there was nobody from here in the same company 
ith him. 
_ know him personally since 1868; has been sickly ever since I know him, 
but have never asked him what was the matter. He is a strict, quiet citizen ; 
has filled the office of rane wastes, and also as justice of the peace; has 


filled both offices with credit. is is all I know about him, as he is very quiet. 
If you wish me to inquire of him, let me know. 
Very respectfully yours, 
J. GEO. DIETER, P. M. 
SraTE OF KANSAS, 
County of Clay ss: 


In the matter of apension for John S. Kirkpatrick, late private of Co. K, Ist 
Cavalry of Colorado, personally comes the affiant, who, bein, first sworn, on 
oath says: I was a lieutenant in Company F, Ist Cavalry of Colorado, and was 
partially acquainted with the aforementioned John 8. Kirkpatrick while in the 
Army, and have been well acquainted with him for the past fifleen years, and 
know him to be an upright, honorable gentleman, and would have no doubts of 
the truth of any st-.tement he may make in regard to his disability; and affiant 
further swears tat he is not interested in the prosecution of the claim, and his 
post-office address is Oak Hill, County of Clay, State of Kansas. 

S. N. ACKLEY, 
Late Lt. Co, F., 1st Cav’ lry of Colorado. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of January, 1882. The affiant 
is the person he represents himself to be, and a credible witness. I am not in- 
terested in this en sought to be established. Witness my hand and seal, day 


and year above written. 
The contents were read over to affiant before signing the same. 
[sea] JOHN D. WELLS, J. P. 
STATE OF KANSAS, 
Clay County Clerk’s Office ss: 


I,J. L. Noble, county clerk of said county, do certify that John D. Wells, be- 
fore whom the annexed instrument in writing was proved or acknowledged, 
was at the time of taking the same a justice of 
authorized to take the a ne that I am well acquainted with his handwrit- 
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peace in for said county, duly | 


ing, and verily believe the s ure to said certificate is genuine, and that the | 
—— instrument is executed and acknowledged according to the laws of this | 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official scal, 
aim Centre, in said county, this 6th day of Feb’y, A. D. 1882. 


SEAL. } J. L. NOBLE, Clerk, 
[Stamped :] U. S. Pension Office, Feb. 21, 1882. 
Stare or KANsAs, lite 
County of Clay ss: 


In the matter of the claim of John S. Kirkpatrick for pension on account of 
caused by service in the United States Army, personaliy comes the 
sworn, on oath says: That he has been well acquainted 
with John 8. Kirkpatrick forabout fifteen years; have lived on the same section 
for about twelve yearsand speak from observation. An ordinary farmer 

farm fifty acres or more. Mr. Kirkpatrick has never 
ten acres, and on that sometimes had to employ 
help. For the last twelve years he has either rented his ground or hired his 
He has been a suber and moral man all this time, and of more 

intelligence and honor; and affiant further swears that he is not 
of the claim, and his post-office address is Oak 


Kansas. 
A. F. SCHAEBER. 


sworn to before me this 25th day of February, 1882. The afii- 
ant is the person he represents himself to be, and a credible witness. I am not 
interested in this claim sought to be established. Witness my hand and seal, 
y and year above written. Certificate filed. 
‘The contents were read over to the affiant before signing the same. 
(stax. JOHN D. WELLS, J. P. 


(Stamped :) U.S. Pension Office, Mar. 11, 1882. 


i 
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Stare op Kansas, County of Clay, ss: 

of John S. Kirkpatrick for pension on account dis- 

the United States Army, personally comes the affi- 

on oath says: That she has been acquainted with 
years; that she has made her home in the same 
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house with him for almost seventeen years, and speaks by observation; that he 
was disabled when he returned in March, 1865, and has continued disabled ever 
since. For the first four years I think that he could do about half what work 
others could do. Since 1870 he has been gradually getting worse, and has done 
little besides feeding his stock. He was always tem perate and industrious and 
only ceased labor when it was not possible to do more. For the last ten years 
a smart boy of ten years old could have done more than he has been able to do, 
He is my brother,and aftiant further swears that she is not directly interested 
in the prosecution of the claim, and her post-office address is Oak Hill, county 
of Clay, State of Kansas, 
ELIZA KIRKPATRICK, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 25th day of February, 1882. The affi- 
ant is the person she represents herself to be, and a credible witness, Iam not 
interested in this claim sought to be established. Witness my hand and seal, 
day and year above written 

The contents were read over to affiant before signing the same. Certificate filed, 

[SEAL. ] JOHN D. WELLS, J. P. 

(Stamped :) U. S. Pension Office, March 11, 1882. 

STATE OF KANSAS, County of Clay, ss: 

Inthe matter of John 8. Kirkpatrick, Andrew J. Gabhart personally comes the 
affiant who, being first sworn, on oath says: I have been personally acquainted 
with John 8S, Kirkpatrick for nearly sixteen (16) except the year of 1877, during 
my absence. I know that he has been unable to do half the work that a well 
man should doin any one of all those years. He is not an indolent man, and 
is much more disabled now than he was when I first became acquainted with 
him; and affiant further swears that he is not interested in the prosecution of 
the claim, and his post-office address is Oak Hill, county of Clay, State of Kan- 
sas, 

ANDREW J. GABHART. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of February, 1882. The affi- 
ant is the person he represents himself to be, and a credible witness. I am not 
interested in this claim sought to be established. Witness my hand and seal, 
day and year above written. 

The contents were read over to affiant before signing the same. Certificate filed, 

[SEAL.] JOHN D. WELLS, J. P. 


On the sixth day of February, 1882, John S. Kirkpatrick, of the township of 
Oakland, in Clay County, Kansas, did appear before the clerk of the district 
court for the county of Clay, and being duly sworn says: That he is the person 
who has filed a claim for pension in the Pension Office at Washington, D.C., 
said claim being numbered 378687, and that he is unable to furnish direct proof 
of disability, as claimed by any officer or soldier of Company K, of the First 
Colorado Volunteers, or by any other person. 

When the last companies of Colorado troops were about to leave Ft. Craig, 
N. M., to return northward some members of the regiment were left in the 
Ft. Craig Hospital, and I was detailed by regimental order to remain with them 
and take care of them. The hospital regulations prohibited me keeping any 
private blankets or clothing at the hospital. When the sick men got able to 
ride in a wagon we left Ft. Craig and went to Peralito, soon after to Santa 
Fé and Fort Union. Having no blankets except two small hospital blankets, 
no overcoat, and not half clothed otherwise, I suffered severely. Sleeping in 
the snow at night and walking fast every day to keep up with the wagon, the 
intense cold and excessive fatigue together produced my disability, (1 had to 
give my blankets to the cripples in the day-time and had to walk or freeze.) 
There was no Officer in charge of us during the trip, and no officer or man of 
our company knew anything of me at thistime. The fact that I made that ter- 
rible march from Denver to Fort Craig is indisputable proof that I was a sound 
man when I enlisted; I was thoroughly examined and pronounced sound by 
the assistant regimental surgeon. The company was formed of men who were 
total strangers to me, and génerally to each other, whose homes were in more 
than twenty different States and countries, consequently our friendships were 
slight and soon forgotten. I have not known the address of any member of 
the company for about eight years. I make this statement to show why direct 
proof is impossible. 

JOHN 8S. KIRKPATRICK. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6th of February, 1882, and I certify 
that I am not interested in the prosecution of this claim. 

[SEAL.] JOHN F. RYERSON, 

Clerk District Court, Clay County, Kansas, 

(Stamped :) U.S. Pension Office, Feb, 21, 1882. 

Medical evidence. 
STATE oF Kansas, County of Clay: 

John 8. Kirkpatrick, whose post-office address is Oak Mill, county of Clay, 

State of Kansas, and whose age is now sixty years, being first duly sworn, says 


| that he is not a regular practicing physician of — years’ standing, and that he 


| 


gave medical advice and treatment to himself, late a private in Company K, of 
the First Regiment of Colorado Vols, as follows: Commencing in April, 1865, 
I wrapped my limbs in tight bandages from the toes to above the knees, and 
then applied cold water by pouring on the bandages. This practice was con- 
tinued until June, about two months. In the latter part of Junel was com- 
pelled to go to work, when treatment had to be discontinued. It had done no 
good, however, further than temporarily to allay the feverishness. I find by 
my account-book that for the next five months I worked, when able, at the rate 
of three dollars per day ; that my best week’s work brought me $10.50, and my 
average earnings was only $1.50 per week ; two-thirds of this loss was caused 
by this disability. 

I further swear that Iam interested in this claim for pension. 

JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27th day of February, 1882. The af- 
fiant is the person he represents himself to be, and a credible witness. I am 
not interested inthisclaim. Witness my hand and seal the day and year above 
written. Certificate filed. 

[sEAL.] 

(Stamped :) U. S. Pension Office, Mar. 11, 1882. 


JOHN D. WELLS, J. P. 


Claimant's affidavit. 
STATE oF Kansas, County of Clay, ss: 


Comes now John 8. Kirkpatrick, claimant for original pension No. 378687, 
who, being first duly sworn on his solemn oath, deposes as follows: 
I am the claimant above named; for five years prior to my enlistment in the 
J}. S. service my place or places of residence were as follows: Washington, 
Franklin Co., Mo., until 1359, then in various parts of Colorado, principally 
near Breckenridge, on Blue River. My occupation during said time was house 
carpentering and gold-mining chiefly. My occupation since discharge has been 
chiefly stock-raising. Since my discharge to the present time I have resided 
at the following place or places: At Denver, Colorado, until March, 1965; at 
Lawrence, Kansas, until May, 1866; and have occupied a place partly in Ottawa 
and also Clay Cos., Kansas, till now. 
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The following is a full and complete history of my disability and its incur- 
rence from the time it first appeared to the present: On account of excessive 
faticue and extreme cold the veins of both legs became varicose in December, 
1862, 80 as tobe very annoying and somewhat painful. Before quitting theserv- 
ice I could hardly :sountabhorse. For six or seven years I could do ¢ a man’s 
work; for the last 10 y. less than a }. 

The following is a complete statement of all the treatment I have received 
for said disability, together with the names and places of residence of all the 
doctors who have treated me: I described my feelings and symptoms to the post 
physician at Fort Union, N.M,, in December, 1862. Without any examination 
he pronounced it rheumatism, and prescribed a dose of “ magnesia.” I never 
calied on him again. 

il have been my own doctor for more than thirty years, except while in the 
Army. Never employed but one doctor in my life. 

I have had no disease of any kind since my discharge from the Army, except 
occasional biliousness, which never lasted more than two or three days at a 
time. I have been greatly troubled with fevers whenever I took any severe 
exercise or attempted any real labor. 

In the summer of 1866 1 wrought at the carpenter’s trade about half time, and 
a few days occasionally since. My chief occupation for the past ten years was 
feeding stock. 

And I further declare that my present P.O. address is Oak Hill, Clay County, 


State of Kansas. 
JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this 6th day of February, 1882. I have no 
interest whatever in the prosecution of this claim. 
[seau.] JOHN F. RYERSON, 
Clerk District Court, Clay County, Kansas. 
(Stamped :) U.S. Pension Office, Feb. 21, 1882. 


[Originai Pension Claim No. 378687.] 

I, John 8. Kirkpatrick, claimant in the above claim, having received from the 
Pension Office at Washington [3-078] and (3-474] calling for further testimony in 
the case, do say on oath: 

That when I enlisted at Denver, Col., about Dec. 10th, 1861, I was a sound man 
in every respect, and entirely free from varicose veins, and rely on the exami- 
nation by the assistant regimental surgeon for proof ofthesame. I alsoclaim as 
os incidental proof that I served the U. 8. Government faithfully and fully 

Or more than three years. I can furnish no further proof of my condition at 
enlistment. 

With rd to my condition after discharge, I have heretofore submitted the 
best proof attainable. The affiants could not testify to the nature of my dis- 
ability,for they never knew until I informed them when I applied for their 
statements. 1 did not go around the 7 Sees trying to make a case, 
but did all those years to conceal my di lity until I concluded to move 
fora pension. I have nothing more direct to offer. 

With regard to the officers whose addresses were furnished by the Department 
I say that I never saw Dr. Hamilton but once to know him,and never spoke 
with him. I knew Maj. Wyncoop well by sight but never spoke to him. Dr. 
Tolles I have not spoken with since the 26th day of March, 1862. It would be 
useless to apply to either of them. 

Proof of my destitution at the time my disability was contracted may be found 
in the accounts of Co. B of 2d Col. Vols., for I drew clothing through that com- 
pany tothe amount of over thirty dollars, which is still unpaid forbyme. Fur- 
ther —— may be found in the U.S. Land Office. I took a homestead claim in 
1870. but being unable to build on it, I had to allow it to revert to the Govern- 
ment. The land was pay in sec. 244,T.9 S.,.R.1 west. I have never ob- 
tained title to1 acre of land from the United States. 


JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK. 
STate or Kawsas, 


Davis County, ss: 2 
John 8, Kirkpatrick, being sworn, says the above and foregoing statement is 


true. 
(sma..] JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15 day of November, A. D. 1882. 
8. D. UNDERWOOD, 
Probate Judge of Davis Co., Ks. 
(Stamped :) U. S. Pension Office, Nov. 28, 1882. 


(Original pension claim 378687, Iowa division.] 


Oax. Hitz, Ciay Co., Kans., Sept. 8, 1882. 
Hon, W. W. Dupiey: ; ” 


Let my 61 years of age and almost twenty of unceasing suffering plead for 


early action on the above claim. 
Very respectfully, &c., 
JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK, 

Formerly of Company K,1st Colorado Volunteers. 

Sanat :) Mail Division, U. 8. Pension Office, Se 


11, 1882. 
ttle if complete. Desk of Commissioner. Filed Sept. 11, 1882. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION ie 
Washington, D. C. Oct. 19, 

Sir: Will you please inform this office what you may know regarding John 
8. Kirkpatrick, who has applied for a pension under No. 378687, and who 
was a member of Co. K, lst Col. Cav., and who — that he contracted vari- 
cose veins Dec, 13, 1862, between Forts Craig and Union, N. Mex., and has suf- 
fered from the same ever since. Any information you may be enabled 
ane be duly appreciated. Please return this letter. 

ery 


ully, 
WM. W. DUDLEY, 
Commissioner. 


B. 

The Postmaster, OAK Hr, Cray Co., Kas. 

(Stamped: ) U.S. Pension Office, Nov. 16, 1882. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, 

County of Nicollet, ss: 

In the matter of the invalid pension claim acct.of John 8. Kirkpatrick, Pen- 
sion Office, No. 378687, of Company K, First Regt. Colorado Volunteers. 

On this 12th day of March, A. dD. 1883, personally before me, Jonas 
Anderson, a resident of St. Peter, Nicoliet County, in State of Minnesota, a 
(tape pace or gene eon 






respectable citizen and entitled to credit, who, bei 
formerly a private in Co. K, First Regt., Colorado Vols., and was 
mately acquainted with said from the time of affiant’s 
orafew days after that time, until a long time after being 

service, and that from about the month of March, in 1863, 
patrick slept together as ‘ bunkies”’ until mustered out as 

said command left Denver in February, 1862, on 

Craig, said Kirkpatrick had the appearance of, acted as,a 
joyment of perfect health. And he endured the ‘@ 

any man in the company, and while the command remained at Fort 
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to fur- 


JULY 31, 


— 


took as much exercise as any man in the co ,and when we left him 
Race, & August, 1862, he appeared and acted as being perfectly sown, 
ealthy. 

Affiant states that he took the blankets and clothing of said Kirkpatric}: yj.) 
him to Denver and delivered them to him there about the latter end uf ){, 
1863. Affiant further states that from the intimacy existing between the), 
satisfied that said Kirkpatrick would have mentioned the fact to him if },. 
not been sound and healthy, but that he never did mention such fact pr 
their separation at Fort Craig in August, 1862. Affiant further states t}), 
said Kirkpatrick did rejoin the command at Denver, in March, 1863, as a; 
he told this affiant for the first time that he suffered, and that his blood \ 
ordered insome way. Upon the march to Fort Larned, in Kansas, the reg 
then mounted, Lieutenant Hill of said co. always excepted said Kirkcp.:):,° 
when requiring the co.to walk. Affiant also noticed that after March, jw }. c 
the said Kirkpatrick, when eating, did not sit down as others did if t! aol 
was wet or damp, but up; and that when sitting upon dry ground 
with his legs extended, and that when after “ squatting’ down and atic; 
to rise after a few minutes he would fall as though he had been shot, pone <j D 
which symptoms or actions were exhibited by him until after he rejoijeq 1}, f 
command at Denver,in March, 1863. 

And affiant further deciares that he has no interest in the prosecution of 1), 
claim directly or indirectly. A 

JONAS ANDERS N, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of March, A. D. 1883, ana | 
certify that the foregoing affidavit was read and explained to affliant befor; 
signed the same, and that I have no interest direct or indirect in this claim—),, 
words “for the first time” interlined before signing. 

BENJ. ROGERS. 


[S@aL.] 
Clerk of the District Court, Nicollet County, Im 
(Stamped :) U.S. Pension Office, Mareh 26, 1883. 


Sr. Peter, MINNESOTA, April 11, 1933 
The Hon. Com’r oF PENsIoNs, 
Washington, D. C.: : 

Sre: In answer to your favor of April 2, 1883, in the matter of pension claim f 
378,687, John S. Kirkpatrick, late private Co. K, Ist Col. Vols. 

I have no personal knowledg that he received alleged varicose veins in sery. 
ice and line of duty nor did I remember seing the same, nor am I personally 
acquainted with the cireumstances under which same was contracted, nor can 
I state of my own knowlegd that he was ever treated for the same while in the 


servis. 
My aflidavit filed in the case contains the substance of all that I know about : 
it,to which I refer you. I would add that he was a splendid soldier physicaly 
at the date of his enlistment and up to the time I left him at Fort Craig; that 
after his return he was not atall the same person in that respect, his actions and 
manner indicating that he had undergone a good deal suffering, that impaired 
his motions and lively action. But he would never shrink from his duties as 
long as it was in his power to perform it,so he was very seldom of from dutis 
He was always a man of veracity and strict integrity while I knew him, saying 
but little about anything unless questioned, and still less about himself. I was 
prehaps more intimate with him than anny one else,and allways placed the ut- 
most confidence in what = said. n 
From your, respectfu! 0 
— - JONAS ANDERSON. 
(Stamped :) U.S. Pension Office, April 17, 1883. B. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION Office, 
Washington, July 16, 1883. 
Sir: In response tothe personal request of Hon. P. B. Plumb, you are informed 
that in your invalid pension claim No. 378687, you should furnish the testimony 
of two comrades who have personal knowledge that you had varicose veins 
while in the Army. Your comrades who have already testified do not actually 
know whether your disability existed while in the Army, and their testimony f 
is of no value. te 
Very res u 
ptm egeage™ ©. B. WALKER, 
Acting Commissioner, 
Joun 8S. KIRKPATRICK, 
Oak Hill, Kans., Clay County. 


(Stamped :) U.S, Pension Office, Aug. 9, 1883. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 18, 155. 

Sir: In your claim as above referred to, you are informed that a careful re- 
examination of the papers in this case discloses that the claim is inadmissible on 
account of inability to furnish the evidence of commissioned officer or two or 
more comrades who can testify of their own knowle as to the incurrence of 
alleged varicose veins, It is not within the power of office to complete the 
claim until the evidence indicated is furnished. 

Very respectfully, 


= 


po 


Acting Comm issioner, 
Joun S. Kirexpatrick, Esq., 
Oak Hill, Clay Co., Kans. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Oct. —, 1883. 


: In response to the personal request of Hon. P. B. PLuMs, you are informed 
aa invalid Senaien a pep. referred to, is inadmissible without 
the evidence of a officer or two comrades who have personal 
knowledge of the incurrence of the alleged varicose veins, of which fact you 
were informed on the 17th ult., and that it is not within the power of this office 
to complete the claim until the evidence indicated is furnished. The office's at 
informed as to the post-office address of Capt. Robbins or any of the officers © 


B? seas 22 . 


es 


Commissioner. 
CLw’r., 
Oak Hill, Clay Co., Kansas. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE. 


Washingion, D. C., March 18, 1554. 
Hon. Jonny I. Mrrcwett, 
Chairman Commitice on Pensions, U.S. Senate: . sth 
Stir: In com with mest, I have the honor to transmit herew 
the papers in ease of John 8. Kirkpatrick, late private Company K, fer 
Colorado Volunteers, application . Thesoldier alleges that between *° 
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Craig and Fort Union, New Mexico, about December 13, 1862, from hardship and 
exposure, he contracted varicose veins. Hehasrecently been informed that his 
claim is inadmissible unless he can establish origin in the line of duty by the 
testimony of comrades having personal knowledge. 

Jery respectfully . 4. 
a iy W. W. DUDLEY, 


Commissi 


mer, 


[Original pension claim No. 378687.] 
Cray Crry, KAs., Sep. 30, 1885. 

I have long since submitted all the proof I could obtain in support of the above 
daim. : : 

Will you please to have the testimony re-examined, and then if, under the 
law. it is held to be not direct enough, or insufficient, please send me about six 
blanks for affidavits, All the officers of the company are dead, but some of the 
men are probably alive yet, and I will have money enough soon to advertise 
extensively for them; and still I dislike to be put to that unnecessary expense 
if it can be avoided, for I firmly believe that I have submitted sufficient proof 
rears ago. oe 
’ J am a lonely bachelor, sixty-four years old; it is full time I was married, 

Whether I ever do have a home depends on your office. 


lam, very respectfully, &c., 
JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK. 


| 





To the COMMISSIONER OF PEN: TONS, 
Washington, D.C. 
(Stamped :) U. S. Pension Office, October 5, 1885. 
[Original pension claim No. 378687. ] 
CLAY CENTRE, KAns,, Nov. 13th, 1885. 
To the COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Some two months ago I wrote to request a re-examination of my pension 
claim proof, and asking you, if the proof was deemed insufficient, to send me a 
few blank affidavits, but I have received no reply as yet. If one-fourth of the 
energy required of us in the field was employed by the multitude of clerks in 
your office, it would not be necessary for an old soldier to wait for years, or 
even for weeks, for a reply to anything. I have long ago furnished al! the 
proof that a reasonable construction of the pension law requires, and all that I 
can farnish without great and, it appears to me, unnecessary expense, and the 
least that the Pension Office should do would be to give a prompt reply toa 
reasonable and strictly legal inquiry. 

lam, &c., 
JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK. 


(Stamped :) U.S. Pension Office, Nov. 16, 1885, B. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Nov. 25,1835. 
Sm: Your claim for invalid pension No. 378687 is inadmissible until you fur- 
nish the testimony of comrades who have positive personal knowledge that you 
contracted varicose veins in the service and in line of duty. 
Very respectfully, 
JOHN C. BLACK, 


Commissioner. 
Joux 8, KIRKPATRICK, 
Oak Hill, Kans. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D.C., July 2, 1886. 


Sin: In response to your request I have the honor to transmit herewith the | 


pers in the claim of John S. Kirkpatrick, late private of Co. K, 1st Colorado 
ols., original No. e. 
The claim is still pending before this office. 
Very respectfully, 
JOHN C. BLACK, 


Commissioner. 
Hon, Jonnw I. MrrcHe, 


Chairman Committee on Pensions, U. S. Senate. 





ANNIE C. OWEN. 
(Senate Report No. 1565, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 
Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
JULY 27, 1886.—Ordered to be printed. 





1 

, Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report 

t to accompany bill S, 1850, and the veto message of the President thereto): 

e The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, returning the bill (S. 1850) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Annie C, Owens, have examined the same, and report as follows: 

In returning this bill to the Senate without his signature, the President alleges 
reasons for so doing which lead the committee to a careful revision of the evi- 
dence and a h re-examination of the papers in the case. 

a their previous report, recommending the passage of the bill,it was brief 
t conclusive that the claim was a valid one, and that the soldier’s widow was 
tatitled toa pension. This opinion was based upon the proof presented in the 
: ea examined by them. The committee did not then, and do not now, 
- i it oemay te go into the details of the evidence submitted to them, but 
: assumed that conclusions and recommendation would be taken as the nec- 
aI ‘sary sequence of a fall and earnest consideration of the case. 
4 = hereto and make a part of this report the said message of the 
ee mage of the their — report upon this case, The following is the mes- 
ae 
vot [Senate Ex. Doc. No. 157, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 
Th the Senate: 
rey return without approval Senate bill number eighteen hundred and 
, Themen ‘An act @ pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen.” 


of the claimant was mustered into service as second lieutenant 
discharged October 16,1862. It appears that he died in 
the heart. In 1883 the present claimant filed her appli- 
alleging that her husband received two shell wounds—one 

his left leg and one in his left side—on the first day of July, 1362, 
were insome way connected with the cause of his death. 

of his command there is no mention made of either wound; 
appear that on the eighth day of July—seven days after the date of 
was granted a leave of absence for thirty days on ac- 
certificate, of ‘‘ remittent fever and diarrhea.”’ A 
dated August 5, 1862, while absent on leave. represents him 
suffering from chronic bronchitis and acute dysentery.”’ 


December 
from 

















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





The application made f as re i by the P 
Bureau February 1, 1886. 

There is nothing before m ving that the husbar the claimant t 
filed an application for pensi th h ed nearly 1 years after his - 
discharge; and his widow’s « LW not made unt’! tw y e ye ter 
the alleged wounds, ar \ 3 after he sba “a « 

If the information furni y 3 - t, this 
claim for pension must be based upon uk < rat 
wounds such as are allewed should be re ved in a i int 
and no record made of them; that he should sev < 3 ve a 
leave of absence for other sickness with no ment thes t 
a medical certificate should be made (probably with a y his 
leave) stating still other a : t silent tow 3 
that he made no claim for pension and that the claim of his ‘ 

| layed are worthy of considerat \ l if the n 
scribed there is certainly no necessa T 1 betw 
teen years afterwards from s 
GI i VELAN 

EXECUTIVE MAnNsion, May 28, 1836 
[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of Am it the first ses ] in 

and held at the city of Washington on M l he seventh d D nix 

one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five 
An act granting a p nto M { Cc. O 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Un tales 

America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the r be, and he is 











interi« 


1ereDy, ithorizec Oo piace on the pension-roll, and subiect rt 2 mitations< 
hereby, authorized t l th ll isut t l t f 








the law, the name of Annie C. Owen, widow of Captain Mortimer B. Owen, late 
of Company G, Fifty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers 
JOHN G, ¢ 


S 


ARLISLE 
of the House of Represen 
JOHN SHERMAN 
President of the Sena prot 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCookK, 


By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk, 
is as follows 
[Senate Report No. 491, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1850) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen, having examined the same, reportas follows: 

The evidence in this case shows that this officer entered the service as a sec- 
ond lieutentant in Company G, Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the 
l4th of December, 1861, and was discharged for disabilities, resulting from 
wound received while in the line of his duty, in October, 1862. From the testi- 
mony presented to the committee of his subsequent treatment at different pe- 
riods for diseases growing out ofsuch wound, resulting finally in his death from 
heart disease in June, 1876, your committee are of the opinion that said disease 
was superinduced by the wound received in the ribs at the battle of Malvern 
Hill, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Theobjections of the Executive to the passage of this bill are not of such weight 
as to convince the committee that they erred in their recommendation in the 
former report. His approval is withheld upon much the same grounds as caused 


The committee’s previous report 


its rejection by the Pension Bureau—that the disability of the soldier, from 
which death ensued, was not incurred while inthe lineof hisduty. In addition, 
the message recites two other reasons for exercising the veto power, namely 1) 


That the records of his command make no mention of either wound (that in his 
side, and the one in his leg), by the explosion of a shell; and (2) that the soldier 
never made application for a pension in his lifetime. 

The committee are not aware, and do not believe, that either or both of thes« 
reasons are a bar to the gragting of a pension to a deserving soldier’s widow 
It was a common occurrence Lhat the company books, after asevere battle, shouid 
be turned in with a meager showing of the men and their casualties, and that 
the missing links were never found, thus rendering the records uncertain au- 
thority as to the injuries received by the soldiers. 

The President should be aware that the restrictions which confine ion 
of the Commissioner of Pensions to certain limits, and which be is bound to 
obey, do not and should not circumscribe or control Executive or Congressional 
action. It is not only the province, but it is the prerogative of Congress to con- 
sider and decide to whom, and to what extent, a benign Government shall ex- 
tend its aid and protection, and the committee are firmly of the opinion that 
the Treasury is not endangered through these efforts of Congress to care for 
the soldiers who saved the country, and see no necessity for a review of their 
work by the Pension Bureau or other Departments of the Government. 

The message says: 

“Tt is hardly possible that wounds such as are alleged should be received in 
battle by a second lieutenant and no record made of them.”’ 

The committee believe that it is not only possible, but very likely to happen 
in the terrific hurricane of events on a battlefield. The doubt implied, and all 
but uttered, in the following language of the message, as to the integrity and 
honor of the soldier, is, in the opinion of the committee, gratuitous: “It is 
hardly possible,” states the Executive, ‘that he should, seven days thereafter, 
receive a leave of absence for other sickness with no mention of these wounds, 
and that a medical certificate should be made (probably with a view of prolong- 
ing his leave) stating still other ailments, but silent as to wounds.”’ It would 
be charitable to believe that these words were uttered thoughtlessly rather than 
think they were a direct attack upon the honorable motives of the dead sol- 
dier. 

In support of the President's allegations as tothe want of sufficient and proper 
testimony to establish the validity of the widow's claim is the following evi- 
dence of Capt. G. S. Peck, of the soldier’s company, which it will be seen is not 
positive, but only supposititious, he being absent at the time, and sick : 

He thinks it highly improbable that soldier was wounded as alleged. He 
(affiant) was away sick at the time, and when he received information of the 
casualties at Malvern Hill he heard nothing of the soldier's (Owen's) injuri« 

First Lieutenant Mehan testifies same as Captain Peck. 


the act 


















M. M. Eddy, second sergeant, was present at battle of Malvern Hill and had 
all opportunities for knowing the facts, but recollects nothing of alleged wounds. 
Does not think they were received. 

Privates Richard Morrison and William W. Allen testify in substance same as 


Sergeant Eddy. Lieut. J. N. Gillespie, of Company BL, Fifty-seventh Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, knew soldier, and was at Malvern Hill fight, but does not 
know that soldier was wounded. 

This is the sum total of the proof presented in support of the President's posi- 
tion on this case, and discloses the grounds upon which he vetoes the bill. It is 
not based upon facts,it is wholly negative in its character, and is merely the 
substance of the opinions of three or four men who have not and do not offer a 
single proof of theirown knowledge. They do not deny the statement of the 
soldier as to the time and incurrence of his disabilities; they do not deny or 
controvert the sworn testimony of the claimant, his wife, nor that of her wit- 
nesses; they simply express an opinion that it is not probable it 
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To offset this is the following summary of positive evidence, from personal 
knowledge, and corroborative testimony by physicians, comrades, and friends: 

An uncle of soldier (Isaae N. Owen, of fair reputation for veracity) testifies 
that he was in the Army and knows the soldier was wounded in battle of Mal- 
vern Hill. He says that immediately after said battle he looked up the soldier, 
and was told by some one (thinks it was an officer) that he was wounded by ex- 
plosion of shell, and had been sent home to New York. Affiant saw soldier 
some months afterwards and he told him of the injury, and that he had come 
back to the Army to resign, in consequence of said wound. 

John Sullivan, comrade (of fair reputation), teatifies that soldier was wounded 
in his side by shell at Malvern Hill. Afflant swears he was near soldier when 
he was wounded; soldier was puton a boat and taken away, and witness never 
saw him afterward. 

Two physicians testify to his death from neuralgia of heart; neuralgia origi- 
nated at seat of wound in his side. 

‘ — was referred for special examination, and the following testimony was 
aken: 

Howard Bunting swore that soldier came home in 1862 not well, and claimed 
to have had some ribs brok« :: by explosion of shell; never well afterward. 

W.G. Schenck testifies to complaints of broken ribs and heart trouble subse- 
quent to enlistment. 

Jno. W. Moffat testifies soldier came home in 1862 much debilitated and com- 
plained of wound in leg and body. 

Dr. Varick, who gave certificate to extend furlough, does not now recollect 
so'dier. 

Dr. Shepard testifies soldier died of heart disease; he (the soldier) claimed 
to have had some ribs broken in the Army; suffered much from neuralgic 
pains in left side near heart, where there was evidence of injury as alleged by 
claimant. 

Dr. Bowen treated soldier some time after the war for neuralgia of left side, 
which he (the soldier) said was the result of wound or injury received in the 
service. 

Dr. Wells testifiestothe same. His treatment was in 1876. 

Benjamin G. Clarke, employer after service, well recollects that soldier said 
he was woundedsomewhere. Witness doesn’t remember when, how, or where. 

John Sullivan, comrade, adheres to his original statement,and says that he 
saw soldier lying on the ground and Surgeon Lyman (dead) had his shirt open 
and was examining his side; deponent glanced at the place and saw it was 
scratched and slightly bloody. Deponent asked the surgeon if the wound was 
a bad oné,and he answered that a piece of shell had broken two or three ribs, 
Soldier was conscious,and wound appeared but slight to deponent; witness 
neversaw soldier again; it runsin his mind that the + was on the right side, 
but is not positive; it was in front and among the lower ribs. 

William *‘", Chase, Couae-eneeee, remembers that soldier was injured at 
Malvern Hi.i, but does not remember how. 

Isaac N. Ourn (soldier’s uncle) corroborates his original testimony (briefed 
above), He knows nothing personally of much value to case. 

In addition to the foregoing the committee may mention that most of the 
special examiners—many were employed in the case—close their reports to the 
Department with the significant comment that the case is a meritorious one. 

Albert Gregory, special examiner, says : 

“I believe that the claim possesses merit.” 

F. C. Loveland says: 

“There is no doubt in my mind but that this isa meritorious case.” 

Dr. Hood says: 

“In view of evidence I think the fatal neuralgia of heart was a result of injury 
to side from shell, provided he did receive such injury.” 

Which proviso is, in the opinion of the committee, clearly established in the 
foregoing testimony. 

The President refers to the fact that the soldier never applied for a pension, 
and that the claimant waited twenty-one years before doing so, implying that 
this delay should have weight in the adverse decision against the im. On 
the contrary, the committee think this refusal on the soldier’s part to become a 
recipient of Government bounty reflects honor upon his manhood and does 
credit to his patriotism. 

The committee, therefore, finding nothing in the President’s views to change 
their opinion of the merits of this claim, recommend the passage of the bill (S. 
1850), the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


MARTIN MURPHY AND P. B. MURPHY AND OTHERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill (8. 22) for the relief of Martin Murphy and P. B. Murphy, 
returned from the House of Representatives with an amendment. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives is, in line 3, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ with inter- 
est at 4 per cent. per annum from the 18th of April, 1881;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Martin Murphy and P. B. Murphy the sum of 
$10,000 in full payment and satisfaction for the site of the ligh use on Point 
Conception, on the Pacific coast, conveyed to the United States by the said Mar- 
tin Murphy and P. B. Murphy by deed dated April 18,1881; said sum to be paid 
outof unexpended balances of appropriations made for the support of the t- 
House Board and light-houses for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1881 and 1882. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This is a bill introduced by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] which was for the payment of $10,000 
to Messrs. Murphy, in California, a claim that the Treasury Depart- 
ment said ought to be paid. After the bill was reported by the com- 
mittee and when it was being considered in the Senate, on the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] a provision was incorpo- 
rated in the bill to give the parties interest on the money. It went to 
the House and they have amended the bill by striking out the provis- 
ion for interest. 

Now, as I understand, the gentlemen who are interested in this bill 
prefer that it shall be passed without further delay, preferring to lose 
the interest than to have any delay. 

In the same matter of the loss of money by the embezzlement of a 
treasury clerk in California there was about $8,000 of other money in 
addition to this $10,000 which belonged to divers small claimants, and 
a House bill has passed providing for the payment of this $10,000 to 
the Messrs. Murphy and about $8,000 additional to other persons who 
are certified also by the Treasury Department as being clearly entitled 


to the money named. That bill has been referred to the Commit 
Claims and reported favorably by that committee unanimously. |; 

a bill the facts concerning which my friend the Senator from Calif... 
[Mr. STANFORD] is familiar with, and every one, I believe, of ¢} 
ifornia delegation thinks the claim a just one and ought to be passed 
The Treasury Department reports that it ought to be passed, anq | 
move that the Calendar number 640, House bill 190, which covers, 
same matter and the additional claims amounting to $8,000 mo, 
taken up and by the Senate at this time. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Arkansas asks }}, 
unanimous consent of the Senate to take up House bill 190 in jie, ,; 
the pending bill. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be subject to a call for the regular order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not propose to object, but I wish to make a stato. 
ment that there are quite a number of vetoed pension bills to which | 
anticipate no opposition, and the gentlemen who introduced the }j\|s 
and who are interested in securing their passage will bring them to tho 
attention uf the Senate. The general discussion, if there is any occ. 
sion for general discussion, it would seem to me could well await tho 
printing of the reports in accordance with the resolution now adopted: 
but there are quite a number of cases that might be disposed of to-day. 
and I desire that there be opportunity at least given for the considera. 
tion of those cases. 

Mr. HARRIS. Anexplanation of the bill referred to by the Senator 
from Arkansas is all that will be necessary, and I undertake to say for 
the Senator from Arkansas that if it leads to any debate he will with- 
draw it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not observe this particular case, but I wish it 
understood that I do not object, reserving the right, however. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the Hous 
bill referred to will be taken up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 190) for the relief of certain employés and others of the 
twelfth United States light-house district. It provides for the payment 
of $18,465.65, in payment of certain claims against the United States 
Government not heretofore paid because of the defalcation and forgeries 
of John T. Best, late clerk of the engineer of the twelfth light-honse 
district, and due the several claimants as follows: Employ¢s at Point 
Conception Light, $3,784.70; Miguel Ortego, $478.14; Charles Ashton, 
$270; Pigeon Point Light-Station, $980.99; sundry small bills, $1,200.95, 
Martin and P. B. Murphy, $10,000; O. B. Shaw, $1,748.57. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (8. 22) for the relief of 
Martin Murphy and P. B. Murphy will be indefinitely postponed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent to take up—— 

Mr. BECK. I rise to morning business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Regular order. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent to take up Order of Bas- 
ness 1683, being the bill (S. 2126) for the relief of L. B. Townsend, 
Louis S. Lovell, W. C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, Harvey 
Harter, Benjamin Harter, and Peter Hackett. I have asked to call it 
up several times. I have labored for several weeks to get at the (al: 
endar which gave other gentlemen an opportunity to pass bills they 
liked, but we could not reach the consideration of this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
to proceed to the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. SEWELL. We are not through with morning business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning business has been £00 
through regularly in its due course. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not understand that the morning busines § 
through. 

Mr. CONGER. I have asked unanimous consent in the mori 
business and out of it, and I have yielded to every Senator who 1 
asked for anything else. oe 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senate 
from Michigan the Chair asks unanimous consent of the Senate \ 
allowed to receive morning business. ; 

Mr. CHACE. I was present at the opening of the Senate and have 
been watching and waiting to make a report. brs 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports were distinctly called 
The Chair will receive morning business if there be no objectio2. 


CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS. 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution to be acted on now: 


Resolved, That at the next meeting of the Senate, after the routine morning 
business is disposed of, the Senate will proceed under the provisio's . 
VIII to the consideration of bills which have passed the House of Kepr 
tives and have been reported favorably by the Senate committces. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 


tee on 


hia 
1é Cal. 


his 


c, De 












ll a ed 


= 


to 


le 
181: 


nd, 
vey 
) it 
bey 


oves 


gi yne 
ss 18 


ring 
0 has 


nator 
to be 


| have 
od for. 


a. 


OW: 


norning 
of Rule 
resen 





1886. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





7809 


Mr. SEWELL. I move to amend by striking out “‘ bills which have | Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 


the House of Representatives.’’ : : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is not before the Sen- | 

ate. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. | 

Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4865) to extend the system for the 
immediate delivery of letters, and amendatory of sections 3, 4, and 5 
of the act approved March 3, 1885, entitled “An act making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,’’ reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8827) granting a pension to John Buchanan; 

A bill (H. R. 6817) granting a pension to Thomas Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 8834) granting a pension to Abraham P. Griggs; and 

A bill (H. R. 6832) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sattler. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the letter of the Secretary of War trans- 
mitting the petition of Private Richard Murray, of the band of the 
United States Seventh Infantry, praying for relief from the political disa- 
bilities imposed on him by section 1218 of the Revised Statutes, which 
should have gone to the Committee on Military Affairs, to report the 
paper back and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Military 

flairs. 

" The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 2848) for the relief of Benjamin P. Loyall, of theState 
of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 8278) for the relief of Seth M. Barton; 

A bill (H. R. 8192) to remove the political disabilities of J. R. Eg- 
gleston, of Mississippi; and 

A bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of Eugene E. McLean. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3186) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, to 
confirm the title to certain lands, and for other purposes, instruct me 
to report it without amendment. Iask permission for the minority to 
file their views at any time before the bill is considered. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ata convenient time I shall present a minority 
report on that subject. While the title of the bill speaks of the for- 
feiture of the lands, in fact it only confirms patents already issued. 


REPORTS OF INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCES. 


Mr.GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 87) providing for the 
printing and distribution of documents of the monetary conferences of 
1878 and 1881, to report it with an amendment, and to ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read subject to objection. 

The CHigF CLERK. The Committee on Printing report to amend 
the resolution by inserting, in line 6, aiter the date ‘‘1881:”’ 


_Also the of the monetary commission created under the joint resolu- 
tion of August 15, 1876, being Senate Report No. 703, second session, Forty-fourth 
Congress, with such indices to the three reports as may be supplied by the Sec- 
retary of State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not heard the original resolution read yet. 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The joint resolution will be read as 
it will stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Kesolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., ‘That there be printed 
and bound in cloth 5,000 copies each of the Reports of the International Mone- 
tary Conferences of 1878 and 1881; also the report of the monetary commission 
created under the joint resolution of August 15, 1876, being Senate report No. 703, 
second session, Forty-fourth Congress, with such indices to the three reports as 
may be by the Secretary of State; 3,000 copies of each for the use of the 
House of tatives, and 1,500 copies of each for the use of the Senate; and 
that the Public Printer hold the remaining 500 copies of each for sale, at 10 per 
cent. advance on cost price, to any person applying for the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the joint 


resolution is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The 
question is on the amendment reported by the Committee on Printing. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolution 
to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, ‘‘A joint resolution providing 
for the and distribution of documents of the monetary confer- 
ences of 1878 and 1881, and the report of the monetary commission 
Created under the joint resolution of August 15, 1876.”’ 


XVU—489 


| ask for a conference thereon with the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 


| appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


NAVIGATION AND CUSTOMS COLLECTION LAWS. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following House concurrent resolution, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 5,000 copies of the navigation and customs collection laws relating to 
vessels, including the laws relating to merchant seamen, and the regulation of 
steam-vessels, compiled by the Bureau of Navigation in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the 


use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Bureau 
of Navigation. 


PACKING AND SELLING CUT TOBACCO. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1725, being the bill (H. R. 8738) to so further 
amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and section 
3363 as makes a distinction in the mode of packing and selling cut 
tobacco. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Morning business is being received. 


That motion is not now in order. 


ART AND INDUSTRY. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a resolution to print additional copies of Senate 
Executive Document No. 209 on art and industry, to report it with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute. I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 








printed additional copies of Senate Executive Document No. 209 onartand 
industry ; of which copies shall be for the use of the Senate, —— copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and —— copies for the use of the Bu- 


reau of Education. 
The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was to strike 
out all after the resolving clause of the resolution and insert: 


That there be printed and bound 5,000 additional copies of the report of tho 
Bureau of Education on art and industry; of which 1,000 copies sale for the 
use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House, and 2,000 copies for the 
Bureau of Education. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was concurred in. 
COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. If it is in order now I should like to call up a 


bill. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I hope we shall go on with the morning busi- 
ness. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not now in order. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Printing have leave to sit during the recess 
of Congress. 

PROGRESS OF PANAMA CANAL. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably a House concurrent resolution, with amend- 
ments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Com- 
mittee on Printing be directed to cause to be printed, for distribution by the Sen- 
ate and membersof the House in the usual proportion, 5,000 copies of the special 
intelligence report, by Lieutenant Kimbal! and Naval Cadet Capp, United States 
Navy, upon the progress of the Panama Canal during the year 1885, which re- 


port was transmitted to the House by the honorable Secretary of the Navy on 
May 20, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to make the res- 
olution read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the specia’ 
intelligence report on the Panama Canal, by Lieutenant Kimball and Nava! 
Cadet Capp, transmitted to the House by the Secretary of the Navy, be printed, 
and that 3,000 additional copies be printed ; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate and 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the House. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I move that the Senate insist on its amendment 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


REPORT ON EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
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to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to print 10,000 copies of Senate Executive Document No. 
85, Forty-ninth Congress, to report it with amendments. I ask for its 
present consideration. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the follow- 
ing House concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein), That 
10,000 copies of Senate Executive Document No, 8, Forty-ninth Congress, be 
eee one-half for the use of the Senate and the other half for the use of the 

ouse. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 2, to 
strike out the word ‘‘ten”’ and insert “‘six ;’’ in line 5, to strike out 
the word ‘‘one-half’’ and insert ‘fifteen hundred;’’ and, in the same 
line, strike out ‘‘ the other half’’ and insert ‘‘ three thousand five hun- 
dred; ’’ so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 6,000 copies 
of Senate Executive Document No. 85, Forty-ninth Congress, be printed; 1,500 
for the use of the Senate and 3,500 for the use of the House. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. What is that executive document? 

Mr. MANDERSON. A reporton education in Alaska, a document 
that is very much inquired for. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ment, and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


BULLETINS OF THE BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 120) to print 
the annual bulletins of the Bureau of Ethnology, to report it favorably 
with amendments. I ask for its present consideration. 

}y unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee ofthe Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 6, 
after the word “‘ Indians,’’ to insert : 

Provided, That the authorization shall apply only to matter now on hand or 
collected during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 

So as to read : 


That there be printed at the Government Printing Office 10,000 copies cf 
any matter furnished by the Bureau of Ethnology relating to researches and 
discoveries connected with the study of the North American Indians: Provided, 
‘That the authorization shallapply only to matter now on hand or collected dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; the same to be issued in parts and the 
whole to form an annual volume of balletins; 4,000 copies of which shall be 
for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, 
and 4,500 copies for the use of the Bureau of Ethnology. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add as a new section the following: 


Sec, 2. The sum of $3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 
printing and binding of the aforesaid annual bulletins, is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and ask a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints the members of 
the Committee on Printing as the conferees on the part of the Senate on 
the various House resolutions about printing which have been passed 
to-day with amendments. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2885) donating fifty unservice- 
abie muskets and bayonets to Wallace Brown’s Post, No. 190, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Birch Run, Mich.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 


Ordered, That D. W. Mallen have leave to withdraw the papers in his case 
from the files of the Senate. 


Ordered, That Philip G. Hopkins have leave to withdraw the papers in his 
case from the files of the Senate. 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


Mr. SEWELL. A Senate bill granting a pension to Margaret D. 
Marchand, the widow of Commodore Marchand, passed both Houses 
and was vetoed by the President. A House bill and came to 
the Senate granting her a pension of $30 a month, which is what she 
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is entitled to under the law. That bill, in consequence of the passayo 
of the Senate bill, was indefinitely postponed. I have reason to be 
lieve that that bill can now become a law. Therefore, I ask unani- 
mous consent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not now in order. 
morning business is all that is now in order. 

Mr. SEWELL. I presume I can ask unanimous consent at any tine. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of a certain bil! 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (H. R. 2060) granting a pension to Margaret D. Mar- 
chand was indefinitely postponed, in order that it may be placed on the 
Calendar, this not being the vetoed bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 


Stric 


INTERNATIONAL USE OF SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. EVARTS. I offer resolutions which, with the permission of the 
Senate, I will read: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if he shall deem it compatible wit) 
the public interests,to open a correspondence with the principal commercia| 
powers of Europe with the view of ascertaining their estimate of the effect now 
operating upon commercial exchanges, and the values of commodities there jy, 
exchanged, by the great fall in silver bullion and the disuse of free silver coin. 
age, which date, progressively, from the demonetization of silver by Germany 
1873. And, further, by such correspondence, to ascertain whether such powers 
or any of them are disposed, separately or in concert with others, either with or 
without the United States, to engage, either by domestic regulation or interna- 
tional convention, in any movement toward the restoration of parity between 
gold and silver in full function as intrinsic money, upon a ratio to be established 
by law. 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if he shall deem it compatible with 
the public interests, to lay this correspondence before Congress at its next ses. 
sion. 

Mr. President, I should be glad if the resolutions might be now con- 
sidered, but if objection is entertained, I shall ask that the resolutions 
be printed, and I will on Monday ask leave to have them considered, 
and then accompany them with some brief observations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York offers 
for adoption resolutions and asks for their present consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They had better be printed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tions go over under the rule, and will be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 


Mr. PLATT. I offer a resolution, and permit me to say before it is 
read that inasmuch as it is probable I shall not be able to be in the 
Senate after to-day by reason of sickness in my family at home—I 
hope I may be able to be here, but it is highly probable I may not— 
I trust there will be no objection to the consideration of the resolution 
at this time. 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

That the select committee to investigate the matter of licenses to 


Resolved, 
Indian traders, appointed by resolution of the Senate passed June 3, 159%, be 
authorized to sit during the recess, and to employ a clerk. 


J. A. HENRY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HARRIS. The House of Representatives passed the bill (5. 
289) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others, making sundry smal! 
appropriations to several different individuals. It is now in the hands 
of the enrolling clerk. I find in line 19 of that bill a clerical error in 
the name of ‘‘N. C. Blanton,’’ as itshould be. It is there ‘‘ Blonton.” 
I ask an order of the Senate that the enrolling clerk be directed to cor- 
rect that clerical error. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the paper here, so that we may see 
the thing itself. 

Mr. HARRIS subsequently said: I now ask that an order be made 
changing the name of *‘ Blonton’’ to ‘‘Blanton,’’ as I suggested a mo- 
ment since, in the bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. A. Henry and other. 
The now has the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to correct an error in the enrollment of a bill, the 
bill being present in the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the correction will be made. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair advises the Senate that 
two members of the Committee on Enrolled Bills are unavoidably «)- 
sent, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn] and the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. CoLquitt], and it becomes necessary to have a temporry 
appointment of members of that committee in order to carry on the 
daily business. What is the pleasure of the Senate? ; 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the Chair be authorized 
to appoint two members of that committee to hold during the remainder 
of the present session or until the other members shall return. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. The Chair hears none. The Chair appoints the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] and the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
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Jones] upon the Committee on Enrolled Bills during the present ses- 
sion or until the return of the absent members of the committee. 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. ALDRICH, 
and Mr. Beck the conferees on the part of the Senate on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing pay- 
ment of the surplus in the Treasury on the publie debt. 


SURETIES OF JOHN C. DEXTER. 


Mr. CONGER. Now, if the morning business is concluded, I renew 
m  he PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
to to the consideration of bill (S. 2126) for the relief of L. B. 
Townsend, Louis 8. Lovell, W. C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton 
Rich, Harvey Harter, Benjamin Harter, and Peter Hackett. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


It proposes to release and discharge L. B. Townsend, Louis 8. Lovell, 
W. C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, Harvey Harter, Benjamin 
Harter, and Peter Hackett, of Ionia, Mich., sureties upon the several 
ponds of the late J. C. Dexter, given as security for the faithful per- 
formance of his duties as receiver of public moneys and disbursing agent 
of the United States land office at lonia, Mich., from 1861 to 1867, of 


and from all and every obligation and liability whatsoever on account 
of these bonds. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask that the report of the committee be read. I 
do not wish to make any remarks. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. 
SpPoonER from the Committee on Claims, July 8, 1886. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not insist on the reading of the report unless 
somebody else wants to hear it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. The report is quite lengthy. 
in a word the proposition involved in this bill. 
Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
port withdrawn? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; but I do not object to its being explained. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the report is read it will explain itself. 


The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report, as 
follows: , 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2126) for the relief 
of L. B. Townsend, LewisS. Lovell, W.C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, 
Harvey Harter, Benjamin Harter,and Peter Hackett, have had the same under 
consideration, and ully report: 

The persons named in the bill and for whose relief the same is proposed were 
sureties on the official bonds of one John C. Dexter, who was receiver of the 
United States land office at Ionia, Mich., from April 29, 1861, to August, 1867. 
There are four suits pending in the circuit court of the United States for the west- 
ern district of Michigan against the sureties on four bonds given by Mr. Dexter; 
one on the bond of April 29, 1861, to recover $1,566.67 against Alonzo Sessions and 
six other sureties; one on the bond of August 24, 1866, called “disbursing bond,” 
for $189.11 against Benjamin Harter as surety. It is stated that an accounting 
made subsequent to the commencement of the suits hasdeveloped the fact that 
nothing is due the United States on either of the two first-named bonds. 

Another suit is pending on the bond of March 27, 1865, which was on the re- 
appointment of Dexter as receiver. He held the office under this appointment 
until the end of the next session, which was some time in July, 1866. Upon 
this bond of March 27, 1865, the Government claims that there is due $5,530.16, 
with about tweuty years’ interest at 6 per cent., making in all $12,284.19. The 
sureties of this bond were Alonzo Sessions, Archibald F.Carr, Peter Hackett, 
Benjamin Harter, Harvey Harter, Frederick Hall, L. B. Townsend, Hampton 
Rich, Don Jones, Edward Stevenson, and Ethan F. Johnson. Of said sureties, 
Archibald F. Carr, Frederick Hall, Ethan F. Johnson, and Alonzo Sessions are 
dead. Don Jones is said to be insolvent, and Edward Stevenson is able to pay 
only a small amount of what would be his equitable proportion. The estates 
of Hall, Carr, and Johnson have been distributed, thus leaving the burden upon 
the other six sureties. 

There is also a suit pending on the bond of August 24,1886, which was given 
upenareappoiniment. The Governmentclaims there is due on this bond $311.31, 
with fornineteen years, making an aggregate of $662.20. Thesuretieson 
this bond were James Kennedy, Harvey Harter, Alonzo Sessions, Archibald F. 
Carr, Lewis D. Smith, Myron C. Smith, Wellington C. Page, Peter Hackett, Don 
Jones, and Nelson Dye. Nelson Dye is dead, and his estate distributed. James 
Kennedy, Lewis D. Smith, Myron C. Smith,and Don Jones are said to be insolv- 
ent, thus leaving the same persons to pay this bond who are liable to pay the 
bond of March 27, 1865, exce: Wellington C, Page, whois not on the former 
bond, and Hampton Rich, who is not on the latter bond. 

Theground upon which it is claimed that these sureties should be released is 
the injury worked to them otherwise by the gross negiect of the proper officers 
of the Government, either as to settling the accounts of Dexter, the principal in 
these bonds, or in notifying the sureties of the deficit in Dexter's accounts. 
Over in one case and nineteen in the other have elapsed, and it is 
stated and sworn to that upto the commencement of the suits upon these bonds, 

March last, the sureties never had any intimation or suspicion that Dex- 

in his accounts, or that there was any claim in behalf of the Gov- 
is shown to have been a man whose reputation for integrity was 
It is stated of him that “ his habits were good, his manner of 
poy Lem on and not extravagant, that he was industrious and energetic, and 
asa man held the continued confidence of the people.”’ Six years after 
deficit oceurred in his accounts he was elected a State senator, no sug- 
that he was short in his accounts with the Government. 
his senatorial term, in 1873. he left Ionia, and was en- 
= up to the time of his death in the millirg and lumber business at Evart, 
ont oe he record shows that he was worth $15,000. The sureties 
era nnowing of existence cor claim, or alleged claim, upon the bonds, his 
after oto. debts, distributed among the wife and brothers and 

the minor of some of them. 
nder the statute of Michigan the General Government is a preferred cred- 


I think I can state 
I reported it from the 


Is the call for the reading of the re- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| Sureties should be released 


TSiL 





itor, and this claim might have been realized out of the principal. The sureties 
now living might also have taken measures, had they known of the existence 


of the claim, to secure the payment from the estates of co-sureties now dead the 
proportion of each. 


The committee are of the opinion that so long a time has elapsed that these 
The bill isin mest respects not unlike the bil! passed 
by the Senate, at the present session, for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and 
William B. Stokes. 

The conmnittee report the bill back with the recomm« 
do pass. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not the bill before mc, butI should like 
to ask the Senator in charge of it if it is proposed to remit the penal- 
ties on these bonds ? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
Government. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It isto my mind the most extriuordinary bill 
I have ever heard readin theSenate. I have watched closely the read- 
ing of the report, and I find there are seven different specifications in 
which this man, acting as a Government officer, was a defaulter, a per- 
sistent, chronic defauiter. Six or seven different bonds were given for 
six or seven different offices he held under the General Government as 
a disburser of public money and as receiver, and so on and so forth. 
In every case he gave a separate bond, and in seven distinct separate 
cases he turns out to have been a defaulter to the Government. I do 
not think a parallel case can be found in the whole scope of legislation. 

If I am wrong in any particular about this matter, certainly I have 
been led into error by an imperfect hearing of the report; but as I 
understood the reading of the report you propose to release these vari- 
ous bondsmen; from the reading of the report, as I understand, forty 
or fifty in number, a different set of bondsmen for each particular po- 
sition he held. You propose to pay out of the public Treasury the 
sum of $12,000, and make it a donation practically to some forty or 
fifty persons who were the bondsmen. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator could not have heard the report cor- 
rectly or he would not have made such a statement. There were four 
bonds given by this gentleman in connection with his office of re- 
ceiver of public money, and only in reference to that, except one that 
was given as disbursing agent of some public money in connection with 
the land office. The amount of that was $152. The amount on the 
other bonds is $3,000, with interest amounting to $3,000 more. The 
whole amount of the claim of the Government is only three thousand 
and a few hundred dollars, except the interest. 

Mr. Dexter, I think, stood as high in Michigan as a business map 
and an honest man as any man we ever had in the State, and was 86 
acknowledged by everybody. He was an old settler there, a pioneer 
in that country. All the offices and duties he had to perform with 
which these funds were connected terminated nineteen years ago— 
twenty years ago on some of these bonds, but nineteen years ago every 
obligation and every duty closed with his service, and if he owed the 
Government a cent he was worth from that time to his death money 
enough to respond in double and treble and quadruple any sum that 
could have been claimed. His sureties were at that time all able to 
respond, and he was himself able up to the time of hisdeath and until 
his property was distributed to his heirs at law, who are generally the 
children of brothers and sisters, many of them minors at that time. 
That was distributed seven or eight years ago, and has been used up. 

On looking over the books there is found some apparent claim against 
him and his bondsmen twenty years old. I have myself talked to 
Judge Durham and examined the books about it. On examination of 
the books as to the claims on which suit has been brought in Michigan 
on two of the bonds, the books themselves show, as stated in this re- 
port and as Judge Durham stated to me, that there is nothing due. 
Therefore on those two bonds the correction of the books relieves the 
sureties. But the investigation isstill being pressed on the other bonds. 
Judge Durham said from the fact that they had commenced suit per- 
haps hastily on some of these old bonds, he desired that the matter 
should be brought to Congress, and whether the bill passed or not Con- 
gress should allow further time for the investigation which is going on 
now. The suits by order of the Department are held in abeyance sub- 
ject to the action of Congress or to a further investigation. 

Many of these bondsmen have died and their property has been dis- 
tributed to their children. There is a balance of six orseven thousand 
dollars apparently on the hooks due. Of that amount the amount of 
$113 on one bond and $3,000 on another, the books show that he was 
not indebted as the report states, and Judge Durham, the Comptroller, 
told me and I examined it myself. On the other two bonds there is 
still a belief that they can find and do find a claim for allowance to Mr. 
Dexter, perhaps enough to equal the apparent claim of the Govern- 
ment. ‘These people have heard nothing of this, through the laches of 
the Government, for twenty years; the opportunity has not been given 
them to have the property of the principal or the aid of the other sure- 
ties. Itis a matter where I think in justice to people who have be- 
come bound, the Government should not prosecute against innocent par- 
ties bonds that have been Jeft toslumber by somebody’s fault for twenty 
years without giving the least notice of any claim. 

Mr. McPHERSON. When were these suits commenced ? 

Mr. CONGER. This last summer and spring. They have not been 
long pending. The parties took the earliest opportunity they could to 
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have an investigation made by their agents here, and already in the 
Departments two of the bonds are found to have been satisfied; al- 
ready it is shown that there are notes on the books referring to other 
things which, if found to be correct, would satisfy another of these 
bonds, so that there is only one left. 

There is an equity in this case, which I think appeals to everybody, 
that minors and heirs who have had property left them and have used 
it for eight or ten years, shall not now be called into court to contribute 
to the payment of these little balances. 

The proof before the Comptroller—and I assert it myself—is that 
there never was a more honest man as we thought in Michigan than 
Mr. Dexter. That was his reputation everywhere, a careful, prudent 
man. He never had notice that could be found from any paper nor did 
one of his sureties; they never had the least intimation during all these 
twenty years that there was an unsettled matter of Mr. Dexter’s on 
which they were liable and there is nothing to show that even Mr. 
Dexter himself ever received any notice that his accounts had not been 
all square. Instead of this being an extraordinary bill, I think it is 
extraordinary that the Governmentshould not in some way have notified 
some of these persons if there was any claim against them. 

Now, if the Senator from New Jersey will read the report prepared 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], it sets forth the case 
I believe correctly, and also the character of Mr. Dexter, and also the 
fact that two of these bonds are found by the Department to have been 
satisfied, so that no further action should be taken. But the district 
attorney of Michigan having been instructed to bring these suits has 
commenced them, and they involve a large number of persons and 
their heirs in a trouble which they never anticipated. We have re- 
lieved the bondsmen to a much larger extent in other cases, where 
equity required us todoso, even where parties had had some notice. I 
submit that this is a proper case for relief. 

Mr. HARRIS. Allow me toask the Senator from Michigan how long 
it was after the default of the public officer, before the detalcation was 
discovered and proceedings were instituted against the officer and his 
sureties? 

Mr. CONGER. The last settlement was nineteen years ago on one 
bond, and twenty years ago on another. 

Mr. HARRIS. And when were proceedings instituted? When was 
suit brought against the sureties? 

Mr. CONGER. Some time in April or May of this year, I think. 

Mr. HARRIS. Some eighteen or nineteen years after the default was 
made? 

Mr. CONGER. I think nineteen years had elapsed before the sure- 
ties or the family of Mr. Dexter ever had the least intimation that the 
accounts were not all settled and correct. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I still affirm that I was quite right in the state- 
ment I made, from the reading of the report which I now have before 
me. I stated that there were six or seven distinct charges on which 
suit had been brought. It seems, in the first place, that on April 29, 
1861, while holding a certain office—he was receiver of the United States 
land office at Ionia, Mich.—we find a claim against him then as a de- 
faulter to the Government. There are four distinct suits against his 
bondsmen. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the Senator say there was a suit brought nine- 
teen years ago? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No; but I say suits have been brought in four 
distinct cases. This is the first section of the report. Then it says: 

Another suit is pending on the bond of March 27, 1865, which was on the reap- 
pointment of Dexter as receiver. 

5 It seems that under this bond there is claimed to-day, with interest, 
12,284.19. 

Mr. CONGER. With the interest for twenty years. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems that on that bond there were twelve 
or fourteen different suretiesat different times—I suppose the renewals 
of the bonds with different sureties. 

There is also a suit pending on the bond of August 24, 1866, which 
was given upon a reappointment. The Government claims that there 
is due on this bond $311.31, with interest for nineteen years, making 
an aggregate of $666.20. On this bond there is another distinct set of 
bondsmen. 

I concede that at times the Congress of the United States have re- 
mitted penalties on bonds, for instance in the Navy Department. I 
happen to be a member of the Naval Committee, and I know of such cases 
coming before our committee, but in no case I believe has that commit- 
tee reported a bill for the reliefof anaval paymaster, except when during 
the civil war the naval paymaster had died or his funds had been stolen, 
and there were circumstances showing that it was absolutely beyond 
the power of the paymaster to have done otherwise than he did; and 
the Army paymasters have been treated in like manner. The same 
thing has been done in the custom-house, where money had been stolen 
from the custom-house, but in no case, so far as I can recollect, was there 
anything of this kind in which the Government officer in every single 
office he held under the Government was a persistent defaulter. This 
is a case most extraordinary, of a man having held four or five differ- 
ent positions under the Government and, so fax as this report goes to 
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show, in every case he has been a defaulter, and now it is propos 
remit the penalty on his bonds. 

Mr. CONGER. The charge that John C. Dexter, of Michigan, was 
a defaulter knowingly to himself or to his friends, made by the Sey,. 
tor from New Jersey, could have been made with just as much assyr- 
ance of propriety against the gentleman or his father, or any man jp 
the world. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very true and very properly, but the Depart- 
ment gives us the dates and amounts. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no pretense here that he was a defaw|ter. 
The claim only is that on four of these bonds the books, twenty yea; 
after, do not show asettlement by allowing certain credits—that js 
all—but the books themselves when examined as to two of the bonds 
clear him from any charge of not having made settlement. 
any indication that he was a defaulter? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me ask the Senator if the books of the 
Treasury Department had been written up during those twenty years 
when this man appears to have had a deficit on the books of the Treas. 
ury, why was not suit brought against him ? 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not know. What I complain of is that suit 
was not brought. What I say is that there should be sometime when. 
as between the Government and individuals, as between private inqj- 
viduals, suit should be brought or the matter should drop. There 
should be some statute of limitations within reasonable limits agajyst 
the Government. But for the Senator to say that in the offensive o; 
wrong sense John C. Dexter, the pride of my State, is to be upbraided 
alter he is dead, or his children to be upbraided by having him called 
a defaulter,-I resent it, and I could make the same charge against any 
man in the State of New Jersey with equal propriety. F 

There is nothing anywhere to show that this man ever in any way 
violated any trust, and the good people of Michigan will hear with 
surprise the venerable Senator from New Jersey charging John C. Dex- 
ter, of Michigan, the pioneer and patriarch of that region, with being 
either corrupt or knowingly a defaulter, with plenty of money in his 
possession all the while up to the day of his death to meet any demand 
of citizen or Government either. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. One word more. The Senator from Michigan 
states that for twenty long years, during which time the political party 
to which the Senator belongs was in control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the United States, this default existed. I use the term because 
of the fact that according to the books of the Treasury this gentleman 
owed on the 29th of April, 1861, a certain sum of money to the Treas- 
ury which was not settled up, and notwithstanding all that he was re- 
appointed, and four different suits have been brought against him. 
The matter was allowed tosleep in the Treasury Department for twenty- 
four long years until a new administration come into power, and they 
propose to write up the books of the Treasury to know how they stand, 
and we find some twelve thousand and odd dollars due from Mr. Dex- 
ter or from the bondsmen of Mr. Dexter, of the State of Michigan. 

The Senator objects to my calling Mr. Dexter a defaulter. | know 
of no other term to apply that will fully comprehend the whole mean- 
ing of the affair. He was in deficit at all events to the Treasury at 
various times in every office he held, and it was not discovered until 
the Democratic administration came into power, when they asked lis 
bondsmen to pay up the sum of money that the books of the Treasury 
show that he owed the United States. Now it is proposed to release 
his bondsmen, thirty or forty in number, upon the seven different bonds 
he gave in the suits brought against them. If that is not an extruor- 
dinary proceeding I have no words to characterize it. 

Mr EONGER. I suppose everybody present in the Senate under- 
stands this attack as personal. I hope my friends in Michigan will noi 
suffer for it; these personal matters I settle myself when I have the 
opportunity. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I hope some time before the close of 
my public service to have theopportunity of voting for a bill that sha!! 
prevent the institution of such suits as those which are mentioned ' 
this bill by the Government of the United States. It is an old maxim 
that time does not run against the king. That is one of the princip's 
which are quoted in regard to the liability of persons upon contracts; 
but there is no civilized power anywhere that I know of which does 
not recognize the obligation of those who have claims against their le! 
lows to use due diligence in their enforcement. 

Statutes of limitation are sometimes criticised with disfavor, an‘ the 
debtor who avails himself of a statute of limitation, as it is sometimes 
called, to avoid the paymentof a debt is not always regarded as stnc''y 
honest; butstatutes of limitation have their foundation in sound reas, 
and the wisdom of such statutes was never more apparent, an’ ‘he 
reason why they should be applied to claims that the Government ™*) 
have was never more evident than will appear upon inspection 0! the 
statement of the facts in this bill, for which I hope I shall have the 
pleasure of voting. 

Here wasa principal who discharged the funstions of an office twenty 
years ago and who in due course of time was gathered to his fathers 
He was respected by everybody in the community, and at bis (eat 
his estate, which was very i , more than enough to have liqak 
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dated all these demands, was distributed among his heirs and is now 
incapable anywhere of recognition. Of the sureties upon these bonds, 
some have paid the debt of nature, others have themselves become in- 
solvent; some are only able to pay a portion ratably of the amount 
which they would be called upon to pay if this claim should be enforced 
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burden of the Government is allowed to rise after a slumber of nine- 
teeen or twenty years and say that this debt shall be paid, and this claim 
shall be enforced against those who will be called upon to bear the bur- 


| den when it appears abundantly from the report of the committee that 


as it should be against all, in the nature of a contribution, who declared 


themselves at the time of the original contract to be liable to the Gov- 


- ernment of the United States for whatever deficit might occur in the 


accounts of Mr. Dexter. E 
In the one case nineteen years and in the other twenty years have 


elapsed since this obligation, whatever it is, arose. 


died in which the Government by its proper accounting officers had 
not been able to ascertain and declare the exact state of his accounts. 
There never has been an instant when any one of these sureties upon 


these bonds had that opportunity. The power and the evidence have | 


all been in the control of the Government of the United States, and 


more than three times the period that is fixed in all civilized States as | 


the time beyond which suits shall not be brought upon matters of con- 
tract like this has elapsed. 

Now, as the Senator from New Jersey states, at last the books hav- 
ing been inspected and the account having been stated, it is proposed 
to accomplish this act of monumental injustice against a few remain- 
ing sureties upon these bonds by compelling them to pay not alone the 
principal that was found to be due, but an amount of interest that ag- 

regates five or six times the amount of the principal. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Was itnot the right of the bondsmen at any 
time during these twenty-four years to have made inquiry at the Treas- 
ury Department and ascertained whether the account was settled? 
Was it not the duty of the Treasury Department at all times to have 
that account made upin such a manner that a demand could have been 
made; and should not a demand have been made at an earlier time ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Everybody undertands how sureties sign theirnames 
to official bonds. It isa friendly act. No man voluntarily goes upon 
an official bond. It is an act which everybody performs with reluc- 
tance, and yet it is an act that must be performed by somebody—by 
personal and political friends. I have no doubt that these men per- 
formed this duty for Mr. Dexter exactly the same as every one of us 
enters his obligation as surety upon the official undertaking of those 
who have been appointed to office. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me to refresh 
his memory about a bill that has heretofore passed substantially like 
this? Several years ago during the lifetime of Senator Anthony, of 
Rhode Island, I introduced a bill for the relief of the sureties of George 
W. Clarke, formerly anIndianagent. Those sureties were Jesse Turner, 
James M. Brown, 8. F. Cottrell, and some others. That bond was 
made f think for Mr. Clarke as Indian agent years prior to the war. 
No suit was brought until long after the war—about the time I intro- 
duced that bill, seven or eight years ago. 

The bill introduced by me was reported by Mr. Hereford, of West 
Virginia, from the Committee on Claims, and was discussed in the Sen- 
ate. Then the doctrine that there was no laches against the Govern- 
ment was invoked, but the Senate after mature deliberation came to 
the conclusion that when by the laches of the Government the sureties 
had been allowed to die, to become broken up, to be scattered, leaving 
two or three instead of ten or twelve, it was not justice or right to hold 
those few responsible, and the bill passed the Senate and the House 
seme alaw. I mention this because it occurs to me as a par- 

el case. 

_ Mr. INGALLS. I am obliged to the Senator from Texas for refresh- 
ing my mind on that precedent. 


Houses have passed a bill to relieve Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
Stokes in a case identical, as it seems to me, with this one. 

os INGALLS. That precedent is quoted in the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The bill is in most respects not unlike— 

The committee say— 


the bill passed by the Senate at the present session for the relief of Emerson 
Etheridge and Willen: B. Stokes. 


The Senator from New Jersey would apply the rigid and harsh rules | 


of the law, and I should have no hesitation in saying in response to his 
question, as was stated to the interrogatory of Shylock, it is undoubt- 


edly so nominated in the bond and under the existing law if the Gov- | 


ernment sees fit to take the pound of flesh, I do not know that there is 


any statute except the statute of justice that is written in every patriotic | 


soul that would prevent it, but I would apply the doctrine of Portia to 
this also and say: - 


The words expressly are a pound of flesh: 

Then take thy , take thy pound of flesh; 
But, in the cutting it, if thou dost shed 

One drop of Christian blood, thy lands and goods 
Are, by the laws of Venice, confiscate 

Unto state. 


Here in this case there are but two or three or it may be half a dozen 








long after the principal himself went out of office, and before his death, 
he was amply able in his estate to meet any cl 

Mr. President, I make these remarks for the purpose of showing the 
absolute cruelty and absolute injustice and wrong of applying any other 
rule to the Government in cases like this than would be applied to in- 


| dividuals. 
There never has 
been an instant of time since this man went out of office or since he | 


I have in the list of my own acquaintance an illustration that sheds 
some light upon this subject. A friend of mine was an agent for a tribe 
of Indians, appointed, I think, in 1861 upon the incoming of the Repub- 
licanadministration. Heserved two or three yearsand went out of office, 
and more than twenty years after he had left that place, and without 
knowing that there was a dollar of indebtedness against him, one of the 
sureties upon the bond was notified that in consequence of a review of 
the accounts there had been found to be an indebtedness; and a suit 
was ordered to be brought that would, if it had been en‘orced, have ab- 
sorbed the entire amount of that man’s property that he had acquired 
by a life of industry and temperance for a period of nearly a quarter of 
acentury. Is there any justice in that? Isthereany right init? Is 
there any reason why, when the Government possesses all the sources 
of information and has the power to accomplish whatever it desires, it 
should be allowed, after the lapse of many years (it may be a century, 
because there can be no limitation of time, according to the Senator from 
New Jersey), when all the active agents in the whole business have 
passed away, men have died, their estates have been distributed, and 
their heirs have come after them—why the Government should be per- 
mitted, in opposition to the regulations and rules of every civilized peo- 
ple on earth and against the rules that are enforced against every private 
claimant, to come up and perform such an act of monumental wrong 
and injustice as that ? 

Now, Mr. President, to my mind the facts in this case make out a 
clear defense. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for making a suggestion 
in the line of his argument? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. The principle, which he has so clearly and strongly 
shown the injustice of, has been applied by this Government to the 
volunteer officers of the late war, who had occasion of course to have 
military accounts with the Government. I have known instances of 
officers who went into the war at great sacrifice—not persons seeking 
office for their own advantage, but going into the Army for purely pa- 
triotic purposes—who had held over their heads for fifteen or twenty 
years accounts which they could not get settled in any way. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, Mr. President, and my sole object in calling 
attention to the facts in this claim—I am obliged to the Senator from 
Massachusetts for re-enforcing the argument I have presented—is to 
say that the Government ought not to be permitted to attempt to en- 
force claims of this description against innocent sureties upon bonds 
which the laches of the Government itself has rendered it impossible 
to collect from the principal; and if anything that I have said or any- 
thing that the Senator from Massachusetts has said or the Senator from 
Michigan, shall bring the attention of Congress and of the Government 
and of the people to thissubject, so that we may have some public dec- 
laration by statute that some time shall come in the lifetime of the 
nation, in the lapse of centuries and in the progress of all the genera- 
tions of men that are tv succeed each other until this Government shall 
be no more, when the Governmentshall be estopped, it having slept more 


| than the sleep of Rip Van Winkle upon its rights, from enforcing such 
Mr. HARRIS. At this session, if the Senator will allow me, both | 


claims as this, I shall be satisfied that I have discharged a not unim- 
portant duty to the public. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, there isa bill pending somewhere, and 
I wish this discussion might have the effect at least to bring it before 
the Senate for action, putting a limitation of six years upon any attempt 
ot the Government to pursue sureties on a bond after that time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to interrupt the Senator from 
Massachusetts long enough to say that the bill to which he refers was 
introduced by myself at three different sessions of Congress and has 
been referred three different times to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and is as yet without a report from that committee. 

Mr. DAWES. This discussion will at least have informed the Sen- 
ate of where the bill is, and I hope that it will have the further effect 
of bringing it before the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator give way to me fora moment? I 
will state that when the case of Etheridge and others was up I opposed 
the bill because that would only relieve one case out of a thousand by 
a special act, and I introduced a resolution, and had it referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, instructing them to report whether or not 
there ought to be a time fixed by statute within which these accounts 
should be settled in the Treasury Department and a limitation of time 
within which these actions should be brought, and that has not been 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES. Some good beyond the relief uf these sureties, I 


eutof all these sureties that remain responsible, and therefore the whole | think will come out of this dixeussion. I sought merely to emphasize 
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this discussion with my abhorrence of the manner in which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States hunts sureties on old bonds on file in the 
Departinents and of the men who go groping around among the pigeon- 
holes of the different bureaus of the Treasury Department finding out 
technical defaults of principals and then hunting up what remains of the 
sureties upon those bonds. The man who goes around the country 
hunting up defects in men’s title is held in scorn by the public every- 
where; and the man who goes into the Department and makes con- 


tracts, sometimes for a percentage of what he can recover upon these | 


old bonds, and then hunts up the sureties, is no better. I have in 
my mind, and I have not only had in my mind but I have had anxiety 
and I have had much to do with the Treasury Department in an in- 
stance which illustrates this matter. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to say that the Treasury of the United States gives out the collec- 
tion of the moneys due from sureties by contract? 

Mr. DAWES. No. I say men sometimes undertake to hunt up and 
collect and have a percentage of what can be got for their expenses. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Who gets the percentage? 

Mr. DAWES. The men who go prowling around the country trying 
to find some technical defect in the administration of an office not in- 
volving any moral fault at all. 

Mr. McPHERSON. They maust be detectives employed by the De- 
partment. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not care what you call them. It is the charac- 
ter of the men and the character of the business to which I call the at- 
tention of the Senate much more than the style under which they go 
about the country. 

Sir, a single case came under my observation and has been about 
me for years here, wherean innocent man in Massachusetts was deluded 
into the idea that he had better be an Indian agent, and he was ap- 
pointed to an Indian agency away up in the northern country. I hope 
he is the last of the men of Massachusetts who will ever go into such 
an undertaking as that. He was as honest a man as ever lived, but 
utterly unacquainted with the complications of doing business as an 
Indian agent 500 miles from business men. He was called upon to 
carry on the business of that agency, and after he had served out his 
time and his accounts had been here years, some one found technical 
defects in his accounts and they were hung up and he was indicted in 
Wisconsin and tried there on a chargeof criminal neglect and acquitted 
there before the jury left their seats. Then his sureties were hunted 
up in Massachusetts and all but one of them were dead, A suit was 
brought against him in the United States courts in Massachusetts; and 
year after year, he spending every dollar he had in defending himself 
against that outrage, received a verdict of acquittal in the civil suit; 
and just because the judge submitted tothe jury the honest question 
whether the United States had suffered the loss of a dollar or not, 
rather than whether this man had departed technically from the re- 
quirements of the law in making out hiscase, when the jury brought 
in their verdict on the ground that the United States had suffered no 
loss of a dollar, he is still hung up here in the Supreme Court by the 
United States taking an appeal after the verdict of a jury twice told has 
acquitted the principal of all wrong. 

Sir, there should be-an end of litigation. Good morals, good law as 
to any other party in a suit but the United States, requires that some 
time or other there should be an end of litigation. I trust that this 
discussion will drag out from its sleep in the Judiciary Committee a 
bill that shal] put a reasonable limitation upon such actions. 

I do not speak of this as peculiar to this administration. I do not 
know that this administration especially has departed from the customs 
of administrations before. I am not here hunting after little things to 
arraign one administration againstanother. I acquit them of any idea 
of pursuing any new policy in this matter, but if they had condemned 
the policy rather than followed it they would have commended them- 
selves to me much more than they do by the zeal with which they are 
following it now. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
and I will stop. 

I should be very glad to vote for a law which would require the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to commence within two years suits 
against bondsmen upon every official bond held by the Government, 
and in case it was not dene the Government should be forever estopped 
from collecting the money due it upon official bonds. I suppose I am 
as guilty as anybody else for not trying to bring to the attention of the 
Senate before this time a bill having thatobject in view. I think that 
ny votes in the Senate will show that I have exercised perhaps as 
much sympathy as any other Senator with respect to people who come 
here and ask for the interposition of Congress upon these bonds after 
they have been running for a long term of years. Certainly in every 
case in which naval paymasters and Army paymasters have asked re- 
lief, I have voted for it. 

But this is a most extraordinary case, and it is one which if the Sen- 
ate can consent to the remission of this penalty on these bonds it must 
do so in every case, because a moreaggravated one has hardly ever come 
before the attention of the Senate. 

In the first place, as receiver, in 1861 this person was in default to 


A single word further in regard to this matter 
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the Government, and upon his disbursing bond later he was in defay)t 
to the Government. In 1865, upon his reappointment, he was avaiy 
a defaulter to the Government, and in 1866, after another reappoint- 
ment, again as receiver he was once more in default to the Governmey: 
and later in 1866 he was again in default to the Government. : 

Can the Senate remit this penalty to a man who was persistent] y jy 
default in every office he ever held, because the report goes to show that 
he continued in office first as receiver, then as disbursing agent, after. 
ward reappointed as receiver on two different occasions, and in eyery 
instance he failed to make his accounts good to the Government of tho 
United States. That is the nature of this case, and hereafter, j¢ ;; 
passes, the Senate might just as well close its eyes, because I do not 
think we shall ever have another such case. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ishall vote for this bill. I voted for the pjj 
cited in the report of the Senator from Wisconsin, for the relief of 
Etheridge and Stokes, on the ground that the Government had slept 
upon its rights, had been guilty of laches, and that ought to exonerate 
the sureties from liability on the bond. I do not concur, however. 
in the remarks that have been made which reflect upon the executive 
officers of the Government for instituting suits. On the contrary, | 
think they would have been derelict in duty if they had not done go 
Finding the accounts of Mr. Dexter in the condition in which they 
were, it was their duty, a legal obligation resting upon them, and they 
would have been derelict in duty if they had not pursued the bonds. 
men in this case. 

The books of the Treasury Department show that Mr. Dexter was in 
default if the books are correct, and liable to the Government for the 
amount stated in the report. What was the duty of the officers of the 
Government? It was to recover for the Government of the United 
States the amount which by the books appeared to be due. 
that suit the equitable claim was set up, which I recognize. There has 
been laches on the part of the Government. There is no legal defense 
to the suit, so far as [ understand, but an equitable defense is set up that 
this being an obligation of years ago the laches of the Government per- 
mitted an equitable defense against the claim. 

So far as these sureties are concerned, in my judgment they have, 
when they appeal to Congress, an equitable defense that justifies Con- 
gress in interposing in their behalf. I again repeat that it was the 
duty of the executive officers of the Government finding the accounts 
of Mr. Dexter in the shape they did to institute suit against the bonds- 
men to recover the amount due and leave to the defendants any equi- 
table claim they might have. 

I do therefore not concur in the quasi criticism of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and moreespecially with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] of the executive officers for pursuing these 
bondsmen. They have done nothing but the duty which the law in- 
posed on them; and I am glad we have officials to-day who are ¢leter- 
mined todo their duty tothe Government. They have no objection to 
these parties coming in here and presenting any equitable claim they 
may have. They are perfectly willing that these persons should show 
that they ought to be relieved and that Congress should grant the relie!; 
but their duty is plain under the law to collect this amount. 

Now we are called upon by this equitable claim to stop an executive 
duty on the part of executive officers under their information. | au 
willing to join in that act; at least I am willing to relieve these per- 
sons, but I can not do it upon any ground which supposes that the ex- 
ecutive officers of the Government on their information were derelict 
in the of their duty. They ought to have stated these 
amounts; they ought within two or three years at the farthest to have 
called the principal to the test, andif he was living and able to respond 
to the call, very well. The claim against the sureties stands in a di- 
ferent light, especially when it comes here at the expiration of nine 
teen or twenty years. 

I shall vote for the bill. I think the sureties ought to be released, 
and I should be glad to see some such law enacted by Congress as has 
been talked about this morning, fixing a limitation on suits; anc! 
should like to see some further enactment which would compel a!! a¢ 
ministrations, Republican and Democratic, to adjust accounts in the 
Treasury Department in proper time so that those liable to the (rover 
ment may be held responsible. 

Mr. DAWES. I congratulate the Senator from Delaware in being 
able to find a case for the application of his sense of justice and ¢1'') 
in his ability to throw the blame and the opportunity for the exerese 
of it upon distant administrations—anything to obtain equity. 

Mr. CONGER. If I said anything reflecting upon the officers w)° 
have charge of this matter in the Department I said it unintentional!’, 
for I say now that on personal application to those officers every !4°" 
ity has been given that it was possible to give to present these mate's 
of defense and account and equity, and they have given every opp?’ 
tunity to these gentlemen with and they have agree¢ 
that the case should be brought to Congress for its judgment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam going to move an executive session. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a privileged motion. : : El 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwLEyintheehair). The Chair | 
will hear the statement of the privileged motion. _ os ey 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to take up Order of Business 1813; being | 
the bill (S. 183) for the relief of Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Company 
C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers—a vetoed pension bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis not privileged. y 

Mr. EUSTIS. Being recognized by the Chair, I ought to state for 
what I rose. ci. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana is en- 
titled to the floor. ; : 

Mr. EUSTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1725. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand that 
the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island is any more privileged 
than the motion of the Senator from Louisiana. The Senator from 
Louisiana moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
he has named, the title of which will be reported. 

The SecRETARY. ‘‘A bill (H. R. 8738) to so further amend section 
3362 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and section 3363, as makes 
a distinction in the mode of packing and selling eut tobacco.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that motion, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iappeal to the Senator from Vermont to withdraw 
that motion. I have tried on three successive days to get up this bill 
for the purpose of having considered the motion for its recommitment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that all the Senator desires? 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is all I desire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How long will it take? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Not more than five minutes to make a statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion for the moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Louisiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8738) to so further amend 
section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and section 3363, as 
makes a distinction in the mode of packing and selling cut tobacco. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I can state what the bill is. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the bill read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EUSTIS. This bill was apparently reported by the Committee 
on Finance without any objection from any member of that committee, 
except, perhaps, those who were absent. Two members of that com- 
mittee were absent, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER], as I understand. Now, a mo- 
tion has been made by a member of the Finance Committee to recom- 
mit this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. By an order of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. EUSTIS. By order of the Finance Committee, I desire to have 
that motion di of by the Senate. If the motion to recommit 
prevails that will dispose of this bill for this session. If that motion 
does not prevail I will call up the bill itself as a bill upon the Calen- 
dar, But I wish to make a brief statement to show that there exists 
not only in the minds of Senators, but elsewhere, a complete misappre- 
hension of what this bill is. 

The change proposed in the existing law is this: That whereas cut 

tobacco can only be put up in packages now of from 1 to 16 ounces, 
this bill gives the right to any manufacturer of cut tobacco in the United 
States to put up that cut tobacco in packages up to the weight of 10 
pounds. It still leaves it at the option of the manufacturer of cut to- 
baceo whether he shall pack that tobacco insmall packages or in a large 
package equal to 10 pounds. 
_ Mr. President, this bill originated in the Treasury Department. It 
18 not a bill which is in the interest of any class of manufacturers. I 
will show incidentally, and for reasons outside of the proposed law, 
why the manufacturers in New Orleans are interested in the passage of 
this bill. The Treasury Department—Mr. Fairchild, acting Secretary — 
wrote to Mr. HARRIS, a member of the House, and also a member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, a letter, in which he said: 


Talso inclose a draught of a bill— 
Which is this bill— 
reat by the Commissioner for amending sections 3362 and 3363 of the Re- 
. relating to the packing and selling of cut tobacco, together with 
Wo letters to the Commissioner by the head of the tobacco division 


in his office, showing the necessity for the proposed amendments, in which the 
Commissioner says he fully conciirs. 


Therefore we have the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
this is legislation. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
Wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury as follows: 


Talso take the liberty to inclose to you a co f a bill which I hav 
py of a bill whic ave prepared 
{oF amending sections 3362 and 3363, United States Revised Statutes, volating to 
packing and selling of cut tobacco. And in connection with these bills | in- 
ame two letiers to me by the head of the tobacco division showing 
ae, for these amendments, and particularly so with regard to section 
in I fally concur. 
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Upon these recommendations the House of Representatives passed 
this bill, without any objection, after full explanation of itsscope and its 
purpose, and it was sent to the Senate. When it reached here the 
bill was referred to the Committee on Finance, and the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, showing his extreme anxiety and desire to have 
it passed, wrote the following letter to a member of the Committee on 
Finance: 


Sim: Allow me to call your aitention to House bill 8788, now pending fore 
the United States Senate. 

Iam very anxious to have Congress act upon that bill soon, as its pass will 
relieve the Government and the trade. The bill only relates to t! cing of 
cut tobacco, at the option of the manufacturer, in packages not t y 


case, 10 pounds, But its ultimate 





Teet will be to dispos« 





cult question, to wit, making a distinction between fine-cut ch other 
kinds of cut tobacco. 

I would be gratified to have your opinion as to the probability of ear ction 
by the Senate on this bill. It was urged in th: House by the Secreta 16 
Treasury, and I suppose his correspondence on the subject will be transmitted 


to the Senate, if it has not already been sent there. 

So we see that when this bill came to the Senate the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue thought that this legislation was so much needed by 
the service with the responsibility of which he was charged that he 
wrote this emphatic indorsement of the bill to a member of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, urging that the committee should act promptly on 
the bill, and hoping that the Senate of the United States would adopt it. 
Not only that, but the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, not satisfied 
with the force which his recommendation ought to have, went in per- 
son and appeared before the Finance Committee and urged a favorable 
and prompt report from that committee to the Senate of the United 
States, in order that the House bill should become a law rherefore I 
say there has been extraordinary anxiety and extraordinary zeal cis 
played by the Treasury officials that the bill should be passed by the 
Senate. 

Can any one suppose for a moment that they did not make those ree- 
ommendations in favor of the service which they represent? 
a mere question of detail of administration. } 
policy, no question of principle involved. It is merely a question for 
the convenience of the internal-revenue service, and I do not think 
that the Senate of the United States in the face of these earnest and 
urgent recommendations made by the officials of the Treasury Depart- 
ment will disregard those recommendations and repudiate their indorse- 
ment of the bill. 

Although not a word of opposition was heard when the bill was pend- 
ing in the House of Representatives, althougb not a word of opposi 
tion was heard when the bill was considered by the Committee on 
Finance, I am told that since then, all of a sudden, there have been 
protests sent here from manufacturers in the Northern cities, and also 
from North Carolina. Why is this? It is simply that those manu 
facturers want to be put upon the same footing with reference 
classes of tobacco; for instance, granulated tobacco, as the m 
urers of cut tobacco. That has not been recommended by the De- 
partment. Why? For thesimple reason that this legislation has been 
considered by the Department a necessity, and it in no possible sense 
applies to any other class of tobacco. That is stated by the chief of 
the tobacco division in a communication to a member or the Commit 
tee of Ways and Means. 

In New Orleans there is manufactured cut tobacco which is used both 
for the purpose of smoking and chewing, but on account of the 
ness of the climate the manufacturers there can not put up the cut to- 
bacco in small packages, because the tobacco becomes funky and dete- 
riorates. Therefore they have put it up in large packages, which has 
brought about a very serious litigation with reference to their right to 
use large packages. No manufacturer of granulated tobacco, or any 
other kind but cut tobacco, has raised such a question as that. \Ve all 
know that granulated tobacco is only used for smoking, : r to- 
baccos which are manufactured of a certain class; but the service found 
itself confronted with this very serious litigation and serious contro- 
versy, that the manufacturers of cut tobacco in New Orleans claimed 
that they had the right to put up cut tobacco in large packages, and they 
asserted that right for the reason, and the very strong reason, that cut 
tobacco could be used indifferently for chewing or smoking purposes. 
The head of the tobacco division, in his communication, says: 

These modes of manufacture open a wide field for difference of opinions, and 
this office has found it utterly impossible to reconcile these differences under 
the law as it now exists. 

For this reason I have thought proper to recommend a change in the mode 
of packing cut tobacco in bulk, allowing all cut tobacco to be thus packed, but 


This is 


There is no question of 


to other 


inuiact 
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confining the size of the package to 10 poundseach. Thischange, if adopted, will 
allow manufacturers in every part of the country the sam ege of pack 
ing,and the same privilege of selling their cut tobacco wherever they can find 


purchasers, and will not very greatly facilitate the reuse of packages without 
the payment of the tax. , g 

Inclosed please find dranght of a bill providing for such a change in the mode 
of packing cut tobacco as is herein recommended 

Mr. President, that is the whole case. Here is a measure the neces- 
sity for which has been most earnestly urged and recommended by the 
Treasury officials, the Secretary of the Treasury at the head, involving 
a mere question of detail of the administration of the service with which 
they are charged and nothing else. Itis true that incidentally and out- 
side of the measure it does confer a privilege upon manufacturers in 
New Orleans, but that is not the reason why the recommendation is 
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made by the Secretary of the Treasury. No one will charge here that 
the Secretary of the Treasury or the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
has recommended Congress to enact a law by which a favoritism shall 
be shown to one class of manufacturers as against another. No one 
will assume that those high officials have recommended this legislation 
in the interest of parties who may desire to commita fraud upon the 
yublic service. 

' This bill can be acted upon and considered by the Senate like any other 
bill. If a majority of the Senate are not in favor of the biil let them 
so declare. If any one wants to amend the bill, if it is defective, that 
privilege exists; but why shall this unusual motion prevail, which has 
not been made during this entire session? The bill being on the Cal- 
endar by the votes of the Finance Committee, acting upon the recom- 
mendations of the Treasury officials, it is now proposed that it shall be 
recommitted, which means the defeat of the measure, for the simple 
reason that others who are not entitled to the favors which they claim 
demand that they shall be put upon an equality with reference to other 
classes of tobacco. 

No question of trade-mark is involved. No one proposes to use or 
imitate anybody else’s trade-mark. The mode of packing is merely as 
to the size of the package. Noone is compelled to adopt a large-sized 
package. The object is simply to have determined and solved a com- 
plicated and difficult question which has harassed those who are 
charged with the execution of the tobacco laws and has brought about 
serious litigation which the Government think it is for their interest 
to avoid, that these recommendations have been made, and I say it 
would be disrespectful, in my judgment, for the Senate of the United 
States in the face of these recommendations, in the face of the delib- 
erate action of the Finance Committee, tostate to the Treasury officials 
that we will disregard and utterly ignore the recommendations which 
they have made, and carry the bill back to the committee and defeat 
this proposed legislation at this session. 

I ask for a vote on the motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to have a vote on the motion to recom- 
mit. Let us just take a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair.) The Sen- 
ator from Vermont moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to make a 
statement in regard to a committee which was appointed this morning? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to my right. 

Mr. HOAR. Pending that motion I wish to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
proceed. 


AMERICAN ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION. 


Mr. HOAR. The committee appointed in regard to the matter of 
the centennial celebration was by the vote of the Senate to consist of 
the President of the Senate and six other members. It was the inten- 
tion in framing the resolution that the President of the Senate should 
be the chairman of the committee. He has announced the committee, 
putting my name at the head. I ask unanimous consent thatit shall 
be the understanding of the Senate that the President of the Senate 
shall stand at the head of that committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to reform the committee as he 
suggests, by putting the President of the Senate as the chairman of the 
committee. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. HOAR. I now desire that the resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Library on the subject be indefinitely postponed, so as 
to get it off the Calendar, the Senate having passed a similar one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1532) to reg- 
ulate commerce, with an amendment; asked a conference with the 
Senate on the bill and the amendment, and had appointed Mr. REAGAN, 
Mr. Crisp, and Mr. A. J. WEAVER the managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7988) granting an increase of pension to Bryant Waters; 

A bill (H. R. 8180) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman; 

A bill (H. R. 9129) granting a pension to Rebecca Wiswell; and 

A bill (H. R. 7696) for the relief of George W. Robaugh. : 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 190) for the relief of certain employés and 
others of the twelfth United States light house district; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 
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PACKING AND SELLING CUT TOBACCO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hakris in the chair). The ques- 
tion is upon recommitting House bill 8738 to the Committee on Fj- 
nance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending which the Senator from 
Vermont moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
tive business. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 15, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Re yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to ca]] 
the roll. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv]j. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced —yeas 
21, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—21. 
Allison, Edmunds, Maxey, Walthall, 
Berry, Harris, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Blair, Harrison, Ransom, Wilson of Ma. 
Butler, Hoar, Sherman, 


Camden, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 


NAYS—26. 

Aldrich, Dolph, McPherson, Teller, 
Beck, Miller, Vance, 
Biackburn, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Call, \ Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hiampton, Plumb, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Hearst, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 

ABSENT—29. 
Bowen, George, McMillan, Pugh, 
Brown, Gibson, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Chace, Gorman, Manderson, Sabin, 
Cock: ell, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Saulsbury, 
Coke, Hawley, Morgan, Van Wyck. 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 
Evarts, Kenna, Payne, 
Fair, Logan, Pike, 

So the motion was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to re- 
commit to the Committee on Finance the bill (H. R. 8738) to so further 
amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and section 
3363 as makes a distinction in the mode of packing and selling cat to- 


bacco. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was instructed by the Committee on Finance by 
a@ unanimous vote to move that the bill be recommitted to that com- 
mittee. 

I stated the other day in discussion some of the reasons which led 
to this action. It is true that the committee ordered a favorable report 
to be made upon the bill upon a statement made by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue and by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstis]. 

That statement was made ata session of the committee at which 
there was barely a quorum present, and the statement was that the bill 
met with the approval of the Department and of the trade, and that 
there were no objections to it in any quarter. 

The bill had barely been reported to theSenate when it was found that 
two members of the committee who were absent v hen this action was 
taken had at the time protests in their possession from the leading 
manufacturers of the country against the passage of the bill, and that 
they understood no action was to be taken upon it at the meeting of 
the committee to which I have alluded. It soon became apparent that 
a very large portion of the trade in all parts of the country, | think 
with a single exception of one or two small manufacturers in the city 
of New Orleans, was strongly opposed to the bill on the ground that 
it opened the door to the gravest and grossest frauds. 

The committee have not determined whether that state of affairs is 
true or not, but considering the unusual circumstances under which the 
approval of the committee was obtained, and the fact that almost with- 
out exception the manufacturers of the country believe that the bill 
ought not to pass and that it does open the door to fraud upon the 
revenue and upon their business, the committee by a unanimous vote 
instructed me to have the bill recorr--uitted tothe committee. The !i!! 
stands here to-day in that way. Instead of having the approval of the 
committee it has the adverse report of the committee, if the Senator 
chooses to press it, because upon the «tate of affairs as we now under 
stand it I am sure that no member of tne committee would vote in favor 
of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator how a fraud can be 
committed under the provisions of the bill, and whether he does not 
think that the ials are as competent as manufacturers (0 
determine the question whether a fraud can be committed under 1's 
provisions? - 

Mr. ALDRICH. In my experienceas a member of the Finance Comi- 
mittee I have found that it is very unsafe to follow the Treasury ofll- 
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cials upon questions of this kind. I think the members of the com- 
mittee have all found that it is safer to trust to their own judgment. 

I do not care todiscuss the merits of the bill. I say that the manu- 
facturers throughout the country are entitled to be heard before the 
committee, They have not been heard. ; 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. : . 

Mr. SEWELL. The largest tax-paying tobacco manufacturers of 
New Jersey are in favor of the bill. ah ; 

Mr. EUSTIS. Also the second largest manufacturer in New York. 

m stating that he approves it. 
: = a LD MOH. I think the Senator from New Jersey is mistaken 
about the bill which is now before the Senate for consideration. I know 
that the Senator’s colleague stated that the manufacturers in his State 
were opposed to the bill, and he stated so to the committee. 

Mr. McPHERSON. No; the Senator is mistaken. All the manu- 
facturers of my State with whom I have been in communication favor 
the House bill. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I do not know whether the bill should 

ss or not, but I feel convinced that it should not pass in the closing 
hours of the session. 

The Senator from Louisiana has said that there was no objection to 
it in the House. That arose from the fact that the manufacturers 
throughout the country were not apprised of the fact that it was pend- 
ing. He says it is very much desired by the Treasury officials. I think 
that it may possibly be a good bill to pass, but those interested in the 
business should be heard before the measure is passed. 

In this connection I send to the desk and ask to have read a remon- 
strance from my city, from persons who are very largely interested in 

the tobacco business. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable Senate of the United States : 


We, the undersigned tobacco manufacturers and dealers in manufactured to- 
bacco, do most earnestly protest against the passage of House bill 8738, in so far 
as it refers to the changing of the present style of packing manufactured tobacco. 
We give a few of the many reasons which may be urged against it. 

First. The present manner of packing smoking tobacco prevents frauds in 
the collection of the tax. Smokings can be made with email expense and with 
little or no machinery. Chewings require expensive machinery and skill to 
manufacture. If smokings are packed in bulk the packages can be refilled, and 
thus defraud the Government and legitimate manufacturers. 


Second. Packing smokings in bulk would allow the substituting o¢ other goods 


for well-known brands, As long asa tax is collected on tobacco, legitimate 
manufacturers should be protected. 


Third. The records of the Internal Revenue Office must show the great num- 
ber of frauds which were perpetrated on the Government under the old law 
which allowed smokings to be packed in bulk, and the mauy reasons urged for 
the adoption of the present system now so satisfactory to all. 

Mr. PALMER. From that remonstrance it is apparent that the 
proposed method of packing smoking tobacco was in vogue some years 
and it was ch on account of frauds. At least it is so stated in 
that memorial. Ido not know whether that is the fact or not; but 
there seems to be a wonderful amount of ignorance existing as to the 
merits of the bill, and I think it is no more than just and fair to the 
manufacturers of the United States that the bill should be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I reported the bill under instructions 
from a majority of the Finance Committee after a somewhat limited 
hearing. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] and a very intel- 
ligent gentleman, Mr. Curtis, I believe, presented the case very fairly. 
We sent for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to ascertain what 
hisviews were, he having written to me in the mean time a letter which 
I hold in my hand, and which was referred to by the Senator from 
Iouisiana. The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, July 6, 1886. 


ona Pay me to call your attention to House bill 8738, now pendiug before 


e. 
lam very anxious to have Congress act upon that bill soon, as its passage 
will relieve the Government and the trade. The bill only relates to the pack- 


at the option of the manufacturer, ia packages not to ex- 
ceed, in oor case, 10 pounds, But its ultimate effect will be to dispose of adel- 


icate and difficult , to wit, making a distinction between fine-cut chew- 
‘ou! 


b gratified to have your opinion as to the probability of early action 
tena an om Wy was ee in the ose ene of — 
to the Senate ii has not Sireedy beensentthere. 
a, , respect io 
: ‘ = iced JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 
Hon. James B. Beck, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
We sent for Mr. Miller and he announced before the committee that 
could only say to the whole committee what he had written to me. 
I ordered his letter to be published as a document and re- 
i the bill, not being able to see any wrong in it, but on the con- 
seemed to me that the words should be stricken out which exist 
, present law. The law at present reads ‘‘fine-cut chewing to- 
” The change now proposed is to make the law read “fine 
tobaceo,”’ leaving out the word ‘cut.’ 
_ Not being able to see any serious reason why that should not be done 
then or now, I reported the bill believing it to be desired by the 
But at once remonstrances came from Michigan, from 
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New York, from al over the country, the Senator from New York [ Mr. 
MILLER], whom J =ce before me, avowing that he had left the com- 


| mittee before action was taken, and that he would have opposed it if 
| hehad been there because of remonstrances sent to him, andthe Senator 





from Ohio, the President of the Senate, having left the committee. 
When I submitted it to him he said if a majority of the committee de- 
sired to report it, let it be done, but he received remonstrances from 
Cincinnati, and the remonstrances came from such and so many respect- 
able sources that it seemed to me justice to the trade required that we 


| should not act upon the bill now, but that we should postpone it and 


give to the gentlemen who are interested in this business a hearing. 

So I united with the committee in asking that the bill should be re 
referred to it in order that whatever objection gentlemen from Michi- 
gan, North Carolina, Ohio, New York, or anywhere else had against 
the measure should be made known. 

All the effect of the postponement will be to give us until December 
to look into it. We do not defeat the House bill. All the complaints 
may prove not to be worthy of serious consideration ; but the rule in 
the committee has been, and fair dealing requires, that when men think 
they are going to be injured and desire to have a hearing and have 
not had a hearing, which they would have had if we had known be- 
fore what we know now, we ought to have the bill recommitted so that 
they can all be heard. 

Men who are manufacturing what is called granulated tobacco think 
they have as much right as those who are manufacturing cut tobacco 
to put it in 10-pound packages, and perhaps they will be able to show 
that they have. They surely ought to have a chance to do so. Per- 
haps there is no fraud and might not be any in allowing tobacco to be 
so put up, whether it was fiae-cut chewing or simply cut that might 
be used for smoking, or cut that might be used either for smoking or 
chewing, for there is where the difficulty comes in in the Department. 
The distinction which has existed before ought to be carefully looked at. 

While I believe from all the information I have now that I shall vote 
for the bill as reported and am sorry that this confusion has arisen, I 
think it ought to go back to the committee so that there shall be no 
complaint by any respectable number of manulacturers that they have 
not had a chance to be heard. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask the Senator whether in reference to all other 
legislation it would not be fair to assume that when a printed protest, 
as in this case, has been sent to the United States Senate, that protest 
contains all the arguments and all the objections against the measure? 

Mr. BECK. It may be that it containsall that those particular per- 
sons making the protest have, but others may have many other reasons 
against it. For example, the protest from Michigan which has been 
read does not state any of the objections which the North Carolina to- 
bacco manufacturers have, and they have sent their protests to us, and 
very emphatic ones. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to know what the objection stated by 
the North Carolina manufacturers is. 

Mr. BECK. It is simply that gaanulated tobacco ought to have the 
same right as cut tobacco. 

Mr. RANSOM. That is one point. 

Mr. BECK. They say that if granulated tobacco is limited to 16 
ounces and cut tobacco has a right to be put up in 10 pounds that is a 
discrimination against the granulated which ought not to be given. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is simply a one-sided argument. Noone chews 
granulated tobacco, whereas people do chew and smoke cut tobacco, 
and that is the reason why this measure is recommended. I wish to 
ask the Senator what possible reason can there be for putting granu- 
lated tobacco upon the same footing as cut tobacco. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not sure that there is any reason why it should 
be done, but I believe the men who manufacture granulated tobacco 
ought to have aright to come before the Finance Committee of the 
Senate and show what they can, and not be cut off without a hearing. 

Mr. EUSIIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that the 
court has been open for a very long time, so far as a hearing is con- 
cerned. These protests and appearances might have been made before 
the House of Representatives. It looks to me like an extraordinary 
proposition when not a word of protest was heard while this measure 
was pending in the House of Representatives and when it was sent 
here and was before the Senate committee and considered, that we are 
now to arrest this legislation merely because A, B, and C choose to send 
a protest to the United States Senate. I say that it is unusual and 
unprecedented in this body. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say that it is neither unusual nor unprece- 
dented. We have taken back in the Finance Committee very many 
reports since I have been a member of it in order to give men a fuller 
hearing. 

Mr. EUSTIS. At this session? 

Mr. BECK. Iam notsure. I can not name any bill at this session, 
but I can find many such cases. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Journal will show a number of instances at this 
session where bills which have been reported from committees have 
been recommitted. 
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Mr. EUSTIS. On the ground that persons have filed protests against 
the proposed enactment? I ask the Senator from Tennessee if he can 
name a single case where a bill has been recommitted because a protest 
was filed against it. 

Mr. BECK. Let me state-—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I will answer the Senator from Louisiana—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. Can the Senator name a single instance where a bill 
has been recommitted solely and exclusively for the reason that some- 
body fiied a protest against that bill in the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I will answer the Senator from Louisiana by saying 
that I know of no instance where a committee ot this body have asked 
to have a bill recommitted that the Senate has refused to recommit. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is not an answer to my question. 

Mr. HARRIS. And whatever reason the committee may have had 
for asking a recommittal is not a matter that I have known the Senate 
to inquire about. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is not an answer to my question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLey in the chair). 
Senator from Kentucky has the floor. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to add that the practice of the Finance 
Committee is in accordance with fair dealing to all men by giving all 
a hearing. The gentlemen who think with the Senator from louisiana 
that the bill ought to pass will not be prejudiced. They may be de- 
layed a few months by giving others a hearing, but whatever is just 
in their bill will be fairly considered. 

For one, I see no difficulty in granting the request they make, nor 
do I see any difficulty in putting granulated tobacco in packages of 10 
pounds; but I may after hearing everything change my views. I de- 
sire to hear all that can be said, and the committee unanimously desire 
to hear all that may be said, believing that when that is done all par- 
ties will be better satisfied. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the motion is to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not pretend to know what the merits of the 
bill are, but under the circumstances [ hope that the bill will be re- 
committed. Since the bill was reported from the committee, and placed 
on the Calendar of the Senate, I have had very many letters from busi- 
ness men in my State protesting earnestly against the passage of the 
bill as itis. I therefore hope that the committee will have an oppor- 
tunity to reconsider it, and when they do reconsider the bill and re- 
port it back to the Senate we can dispose of it as the judgment of the 
Senate may dictate. 

Mr. CONGER. I feel it due to myself to say that I have received 
from constituents of mine in different places urgent telegrams asking 
that the bill be defeated or recommitted to the committee so that they 
may be heard in regard to the injury that they can see will come to 
them and their business if the bill should be passed. A petition, signed 
by ten or fifteen of the largest fine-cut tobacco manufacturers in Detroit 
and one or two other places in Michigan, requests me to use whatever 
effort I may use to have the bill either defeated or recommitted with 
an opportunity of being heard. 

The bill passed along through the House and came to the Senate, 
and I venture to say that the manufacturers of Chicago and Michigan 
had no idea that a bill which may soseriously affect their interests was 
under consideration or they would have been heard, for they are a kind 
of men who generaliy speak in time. 

I hope that the bill will be recommitted, and that between now and 
the next session, when it may be reported upon again, all the different 
tobacco interests may be heard, anda proper bill, just and equal to all 
and to the Government, may be presented to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HCUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills this day received from the House of Representa- 
tives were severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 7988) granting an increase of pension to Bryant Wat- 
ers; 
A bitl (H. R. 8180) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman; 

A bill (H. R. 9129) granting a pension to Rebecca Wiswell; and 

A bill (H. R. 7696) for the relief of George W. Robaugh. 

COURTS IN PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary to “‘An 
act to alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place for 
holding the several courts thereof. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line9, afterthe word “‘ next,”’ 
to strike out the remainder of the section in the following words: 


And be continued and adjourned from time to time as the courts may deem 
expedient for the transaction of the business thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The 
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The next amendment was to strike out section 2 in the following 
words: 

Sec. 2. That all suits which shall be brought against persons residing jy, ¢),, 
counties of Lackawanna, Susquehanna, Wyoming, Luzerne, Bradford, and (, 
lumbia shall be determined at the sessions of the courts herein provided to | 
held at Scranton; but nothing herein contained shall be construed to |i; 
confine the business of said terms to said counties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3 in the followin> 
words: 

Sec. 3. That the clerk of the district and cireuit courts for the western 
district of Pennsylvania, and marshal and district attorney for said district, < 
perform the duties appertaining to their offices, respectively, for said eourts 
and said clerk and marshal shall appoint deputies who shall reside and ke, 
their offices at Scranton, Pa. Said deputies shall keep in their offices such) pac. 
ords as appertain to their offices, and said deputy clerk shall keep in his office 
full records of all actions, proceedings, and judgments in said courts, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, in section 4, line 2, after the word “being? 
to insert the words ‘‘ and with the approval of the Attorney-General: 
so as to make the section read: 

Src. 4. That the marshal of said western judicial district shall for the ti; 
being, and with the approval of the Attorney-General, provide a suitable pla; 
at the city of Scranton for holding the several courts and for keeping the record 
thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be re: 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendmen 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1532) to regulate com. 
merce, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
a substitute. 


On motion by Mr. CULLOM, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the said amendment and agree to tly 
eonference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. CuLLoM, Mr. PLatr 
and Mr. HARRIS the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLark, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7480) making appn- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pa)- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, farther insisted 
on its disagreement to the said amendment, asked for a further conier- 
ence thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILLIs, Mr. GLOVER, and Mr 
MARKHAM managers at the further conference on the part of the Hous 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bil! (!! 
R. 3280) to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to 
American citizens, &c.; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the third committee of conference on the dis 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to! 
bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, rep: 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and lo 
other purposes, submitted a report; and, 

On motion by Mr. McMILLAN, 

Resolved, That the Senate still further insist upon its amendment to the = 
bill disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to the further or 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses ther 
on. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by \ 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. Co 
GER, and Mr. RANsoM the conferees. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3280) to restrict the ownership of real estate 19 
Territories to American citizens, &c, was read twice by its tlle, 4 
referred to the Committee on Public lands. 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of i¢actiona! p™ 
of a gallon of distilled spirits. 7 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considerat' 
of exeeutive business. in tine 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas willa we 
the Chair to state the question. The Senator from Rhode Island "0 
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that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by 
him. The question is on agreeing io the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution for considera- 
tion: 

Ordered, That on Monday, August 2, subject to eonference reports and action 
thereon, the Senate will, immediately after the strict morning business, proceed 
to matters on the Calendar at No. 1565 and proceed therewith in order. The five- 
minute provision of Rule VIII shall apply to debate, and one objection shall be 
sufficient to pass the matter over, retaining its place. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill called up by the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and being before the Senate, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After three hours and fifty-four minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 32 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned to Monday, August 2, 1886, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 31st day of July, 1886. 
UNITED STATES MINISTER. 


Dabney H. Maury, of Virginia, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to the United States of Co- 
lombia, vice Charles D. Jacob, resigned. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Cornelius C. Watts, of West Virginia, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of West Virginia, vice W. H. H. Flick, whose com- 
mission expires August 3, 1886. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Paymaster Charles F. Guild, to be a pay inspector, from the 16th ot 
July, 1886, vice Swan, retired. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Samuel R. Colhoun, to be a paymaster, 
from the 16th of July, 1886, vice Swan and Guild, promoted. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mahlon D. Manson, of Crawfordsville, Ind., to be collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the seventh district of Indiana, vice William W. Carter, 
resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Robert Newell, to be postmaster at Salem, Salem County, New Jer- 
sey, vice Lambert L. Mulford, commission expired. 

W. R. Chapple, to be postmaster at Little Falls, Herkimer County, 
New York, vice Alonzo H. Greene, whose commission expires August 
3, 1886. 

’ John W. Cage, to be postmaster at Mineola, Wood County, Texas, 
vice Thomas Breen, whose commission expires August 4, 1886. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


William M. Campbell, of Trigg, Ky., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Uintah and Ouray agency (consolidated), in Utah, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
_ Alexander B. Upshaw, of Nashville, Tenn., to be Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, to fill an original vacancy created by the act 


of Congress making appropriation for the legislative, executive, and ju- | 


— expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Nathaniel H. R. Dawson, of Selma, Ala., to be Commissioner of Ed- 

ucation, vice John Eaton, resigned. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

A. C. Bradford, of San Francisco, Cal., to be register of the land of- 

fice at San Francisco, Cal., vice William R. Wheaton, resigned. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


George Hines, of California, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
triet of Wilmington, in the State of California, to succeed John R. 
Brierly, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

James Brady, jr. of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 

of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts; reappointment. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Sxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 27, 1886. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
Morris A. 


of Baltimore, Md., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be an Indian inspector. 
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ASSOCIATE TERRITORIAL JUSTICE. 
William F. Henderson, of Arkansas, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate J ily 30, 1886. 
SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 
George A. Jenks, of Pennsylvania, to be Solicitor-General. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
John B. Redman, of Maine, to be collector of i enue for 
the district of Maine. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate J 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Alexander B. Upshaw, of Nashville, Tenn., to be Assistant Comm 
sioner of Indian Affairs. 


REJECTIONS. 


EC. vominations rejected by the Senate July 27, 1886 


Executive 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Thomas Hanlon, of Indiana, nominated to be collect 
revenue for the seventh district of Indiana. 
POSTMASTER. 
Clinton Rosette, nominated to be postmaster at De Kalb, in the county 
of De Kalb and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 31, 1886. 
The House 


met at1l o’clocka.m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. Bulock, of 


| Washington, D. C. 


| the first Tuesday in December in each year: 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, on motion of Mr. 
WADE, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I hereby return without my approval House bill No. 1391, entitled “An act to 
provide for the erection of a public buildingat Springfield, Mo. It appears from 
the report ofthe committee of the House of Representatives, to which this bill was 
referred, that the city of Springfield is in a thriving condition, with stores. b inks, 
and manufactories,and having, with North Springfield, which is an adjoin ng 
town, about 20,000 inhabitants. No Federal eourts are held at this place, and ap- 
parently the only quarters which the Government should provide are such as are 
necessary for the accommodation of the post-office and the land office located 
there. The postmaster reports that six employés are engaged in hisofice. The 
rooms used as a post-office are now furnished the Government free of expense 
and the rent paid for the quarters oceupied as a land office amounts to $300 an- 
nually. Upon the facts presented I am satisfied that the business of the Govern- 
ment at this point can be well transacted for the present without the 
tion of the proposed building. 








eB construc- 
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30. 1885 
WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9857) in rela- 
tion to the western judicial district of Wisconsin, with the Senate 
amendments thereto. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. The bill as amended has been submitted to each 
member of the Judiciary Committee and to each member of the Wis- 
consin delegation, and it is satisfactory to all of them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the amendments be read. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. PRICE. The whole object of the amendments is to prevent the 
possibility of some marshal, in some contingency, getting some fees 
more than the Senate Judiciary Committee think he ought to have. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the Clerk wil) report 
the bill as it would stand if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That the regular terms of the circuit and distriet court shal! 


be held at the times and places following: At Eau Claire, « 


yn the first Tuesd iy 
of June; at La Crosse, on the third Tuesday in September ; 


and at Madison on 
and the clerk residing st Madison 
shall attendall terms of said court at Eau Claire as clerk thereof 

The SPEAKER. Thisis the whole bill asit would stand if amended. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in 

Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT JUDGE FOR SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 28) to pro- 
vide for the appointment and compensation of a district judge for the 


southern district of Alabama, the bill having been returned from the 
Senate with amendments. 
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Mr. OATES. Iask that the House concur in the amendments of the 
Senate. While they are necessary, they are not of great consequence. 
In the first instance the Senate put on this bill as an amendment the 
substance of a bill on the Calendar here for the increase of the salaries 
of jhdges. Subsequently the Senate recalled the bill, and that amend- 
ment has been taken off. The remaining amendments merely modify 
the terms of court as prescribed by the House bill; provide for a salary 
of $3,500 for this judge, the same as the other judge gets, and restrict 
the jurisdiction of this additional judge to his own district and that of 
the judge of the northern and middle districts to those districts. 

Mr. EDEN. This does not now affect in any way the general ques- 
tion of the salaries of judges? 

Mr. OATES. Not at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Has the amendment of the Senate, 
providing for the general increase of the salaries of judges, been receded 
from? 

Mr. OATES. It has been receded from as an amendment to this bill. 
There is on the Calendar a general bill to that effect, which has been 
reported by the Judiciary Committee of this House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But I understood the Senate had 
amended this bill by attaching that provision. 

Mr. OATES. That is a fact; but the Senate afterward recalled the 
bill and receded from that amendment, relying on the passage of the 
general bill now on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That proposition with reference to a general in- 
crease of salaries of judges is not now in this bill at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand itis not there now; but 
it was there when the bill first came from the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask to have the amendments read. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill not press further any objection to this meas- 
ure, though I think, as I have heretofore remarked, that we are ex- 
tending the Federal judicial system far beyond the necessities of the 
country. 

Mr. OATES. This additional judge in Alabama is very necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the House has already passed upon this question 
I will not urge any objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I shallnot object; but I am very sorry 
that the Senate receded from its original amendment. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to.. 


PH@NIX NATIONAL BANK OF NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1599) for the 
relief of the Phoenix National Bank of the City of New York. 
The following message, accompanying the bill, was read: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, July 30, 1886. 


Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Pheenix National Bank of the 
City of New York, and ask a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 


Ordered, That Mr. Evartrs, Mr. INGALLs, and Mr. Vest be the conferees on 
the pari of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order to refer this bill back to the commit- 
tee from which it came—the Committee on Claims ? 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing now pending in relation to this 
bill except the amendment of the House, to which the Senate has dis- 
agreed. The bill has reached that stage of proceeding when the ap- 
pointment of a conference committee is in order. 

Mr. JAMES. I ask that the request of the Senate for a conference 

to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But, Mr. Speaker, it is in order, is it not, to move 
a reference to the Committee on Claims? 

The SPEAKER. It would bein order, because the committee might 
recommend that the House recede from its amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to refer this 
bill, with the accompanying amendment, to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JAMES. I move to amend so as to send the bill to a committee 
of conference. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a proper motion in the form of an 
amendment, but if the House should decline to refer the bill the mo- 


tion to agree to the request of the Senate for a conference will be in 
order. 


Mr. JAMES. 
erence, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state further that if the bill should 
be referred to the Committee on Claims and reported back it would be 
privileged, because it has reached the stage of actual disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HotmAN, there 
were—ayes 27, noes 54. 


Mr. HOLMAN. While I reserve the questioa of a quorum I hope 


I hope the House will disagree to the motion for ref- 
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the fact will appear astowhatthis amendmentis. The House in adopt- 
ing the amendment acted no doubt deliberately, and I think that with 
a knowledge of the present posture of the question the House would 
probably insist on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have the amenq- 
ment read. The House is now voting on the question of reference 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. JAMES. All I want is to have this matter go to a conference 
committee to be fairly and fully considered. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


In lines 1 and 2 strike out ** $29,624.35” and insert ‘* $12,117.38.” 


Mr. JAMES. This is the unanimous report of the Committee op 
Claims, and the amendment proposes to cut off at least half of the 
money that was expended necessarily by this Phoenix Bank in defend. 
ing the suit. The facts of the case are that the United States Govern. 
ment confiscated the money which belonged to the Bank of George- 
town, 8. C., at the close of the war, which amount was covered into 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Subsequently suit was brought in the supreme court of the State of 
New York, and it went through the various courts of that State, ip 
every case being decided that the bank should pay the second time. On 
writ of error it was appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and when it went to the court of appeals of the United States and was 
under consideration in that court, the Attorney-General was brouvht in 
to the counsel], and every step in defending the suit was under his ad- 
vice and guidance. The bank paid the money the second time, and 
this bill proposes to pay them the expenses incurred in defending the 
suit and the money originally taken, without interest. It is simply 
giving the money back as they paid it, without interest; and now the 
proposition is to amend by paying them less than half the amount which 
they actually paid out under the order of the courts of the United States, 
Why, itis a case as clear as the sunlight, and the attempt to strike down, 
to cut off, half of the money ought not to receive a moment’s considera- 
tion in this House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the only question is as to the propriety of 
refunding to this bank the amount of money paid by them—something 
over $12,000. So far as the costs and interest-—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the rules of the 
House this question is not debatable at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I know that. 

The SPEAKER. All the committee could do would be to recom- 
mend that the House recede, or insist and agree to the conference 
The question now is on the motion to agree to the conference. 

Mr. JAMES. I think that was carried. 

The SPEAKER. It was, but the gentleman from Indiana reserved 
the right to make the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it ought to go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JAMES. Why, that committee have already reported it, unani- 
mously. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ButI think they did not consider the question of 
interest. 

They have the right to report it back under the motion. 
the point of order that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. JAMES were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 43, noes 105. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion of Mr. HoLMay 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. JAMES. Inow move that the House agree to the conference. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the managers during the 
day. 


I make 


RETURN OF JOINT RESOLUTION FROM THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The joint resolution (H. Res. 209) providing fora 
change in the authority for the construction of a public building at‘ 
vannah, erroneously numbered 295, has been returned from the Senate. 
If there be no objection, the number will be corrected and it will be 
returned to the Senate again. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Jounston, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Wank, for the remainder of the session. 

To Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, for four days. : 

To Mr. ERMENTROUT, for the remainder of the session, on accoun' 
of important business. 
To Mr. Comstock, for the remainder of the session, on account 0! 

business. 


mportant 
To Mr. DINGLEY, indefinitely. 
To Mr. BrumM, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. aa 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. SMALLS to pnt 2 
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a member also of the National Academy of Sciences, and one of the best informed 
river and harbor engineers in the world, 

These last three gentlemen constitute the board of engineers which prepared 
the scheme for the improvementof New York Harbor for the beginning of which 
an appropriation was inserted in the river and harbor bill now before Congress, 
and this is the appropriation which one of the distinguished Representatives 
from New York declares conceals a job,and which he says should be stricken 
out of the river and harbor bill until the opinion of the proposed harbor com- 
mission is obtained. It is difficult to imagine what misrepresentation of facts 
could have led him to make so serious a charge as this, but whatever it may 
have been I must believe that he will withdraw it when he learns that hisattacik 
is directed toward officers of the Corps of Engineers. 

Now let ussee what kind of a body it is whose judgment on questions of 
harbor improvement is to be substituted for that of the board of engineers who 
proposed the plan for the improvement of New York Harbor. This harbor 
commission, it appears, is to be composed of one engineer officer of the Army, 
one officer of the Navy, one Coast Survey oflicer,and two civilians, one to be 
appointed from the State of New York and one from the State of New Jersey. 

This would be a good enough commission for determining where ashes and 
other matter should be dumped, but for this purpose, as before shown, the 
river and harbor bill renders it unnecessary and a useiessexpense. Butin regard 
to harborimprovements, which require not only engineering knowledge but en- 
gineering experience, it is difficult to see in what respect its opinion could have 
any value as compared with the opinion of a body of engineers trained to their 
profession. Neither the naval officer nor the Coast Survey officer have any such 
training or experience, and there is nothing in the bill which requires the civil- 
ians to be engineers; and as appointments are usually made they probably 
would not be members of that profession, 


the Recorp remarks in relation to the joint resolution introduced by 
him on yesterday and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. SAWYER to with- 
draw from the files of the House papers in relation to House bill No. 
1972, Forty-sixth or Forty-severth Congress. 


IMPROVEMENT NEW YORK HARBOR. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a communication addressed to my colleague Mr. 
BURLEIGH, with an accompanying letter from the engineer in charge of 
the work of improvement of New York Harbor in reference to that im- 
provement, and have it referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. . . . 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The communication is as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., July 26, 1886. 

Dear Str: Isend you herewith a copy of a letter from Lieutenant-Colonel 

McFarland, corps of engineers, stationed in New York city, now temporarily 





absent on sick leave. ; 

The bill referred to by Colonel McFarland is S, 2157, which is used by the op- 

snents of the improvement of the bar at the Sandy Hook entrance, New York 
arbor, as a means to defeat the appropriation intended for that purpose. I 
understand from the debates the opponents of the improvement are equally 
opposed to the methods by jetties or by dredging unless the improvement is 
made at the spot which they have selected, and not the principal entrance at 
Gedney’s Bar already appropriated for by Congress. 

1 beg leave to say in addition that the idea of waiting for a complete and 
elaborate survey of New York Harbor before the project of the improvement of 
the bar could be adopted is a far-fetched one and will not stand investigation by 
experienced engineers. The survey now in progress and not finished may be 
of use for the interior harbor and contiguous waters thereto, especially in view 
of laying down the harbor lines on tlw New Jersey side and in deciding what 
encroachments, if any, might be tolerated upon the tidal area without future in- 
jury to the harbor; but when it is attempted to be shown that the completion of 
this survey is necessary before a project should be studied for the improvement 
of the depth over the bar it manifests a want of examination and a decided in- 
attention to the features of the shoals and channels at the bar. These shoals 
and channels have in their general features possessed a permanence for a long 
lapse of years not often met with at the sea entrances to harbors, and no one 
who has been practiced’ in the observation of such phenomena could fail to see 
by an examination of the charts already existing not only the causes of the shoal 
depth, but the remedy also for this defect. In fact, the substantial permanence 
of the shoals and channels at the bar during such a long period of years fur- 

nishes the best material for the study of the physical hydrography at the en- 
trance to New York _— ae ; 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
- JOHN NEWTON, 
Chief of Engineers, Brig. and, Bvt. Maj. Gen. 
Hon. H. G’ BURLEIGH, 
U. 8. House of Representatives. 


SHARON Sprinas, N. Y., July 24, 1886. 


GENTLEMEN: The newspaper statements concerning the discussions that have 
recently taken place in Congress and before some of its committees in relation 
to the bills for the improvement of New York Harbor, now pending, have but 
just come to my notice, 

l regret exceedingly that my illness and absence for three months have pre- 
vented me from learning earlier the course that was being followed in respect 
to these bills, for as the engineer now in charge of the river and harbor improve- 
ments in the vicinity of New York I should have been giad to have given to 
the Congressional committees such aid as my knowledge of the subject under 
discussion enabled me to furnish. 

As it is, at this late date, I can only put hastily in writing some of my ideas 
upon the subject, hoping that the committee will give them due consideration. 

There are two bills now before Congress affecting the welfare of the harbor 
of New York. One isthe river and harbor bill, which provides for its protec- 
tion against dumping ashes and other things in it, and makes the usual annual 
appropriation for its improvement; and the otheris the one known asthe New 
York Harbor commission bill. This bill originated in the desire to prevent the 
dumping of ashes and garbage in the waters of New York Harbor, and so far 
4s this provision of it is concerned there is no objection to it, exceptthat in view 
of the similar provisions contained in the present river and harbor bill, which 
apply to all the waters of the United States, it is wholly unnecessary and would 

| involve a large and useless annual expenditure. 

But its promoters are not content with this, for they had a much greater ob- 
ject in view, though it was carefully concealed at first, and that was nothing more 
nor less than the taking of the whole matter of the improvement of New York 
Harbor out of the handsof the engineers who had skillfully and creditably man- 
aged it for so many years, and placing it in the hands of a mixed body, only one 
ot whom is required to be an engineer; and yet the questions involved are 
exclusively questions of engineering and of nothing eise. 

Now observe this curious thing in relation to this bill. Not one of the engi- 
neers who have had for years the management of the improvement of New 

ork has ever been consulted in relation to this important measure, or 
has been asked his views concerning it, although ina matter of this kind, os- 
tensibly proposed for the public good, it would seem that his many years of 
experience and his — acquaintance with the subject would entitle his opinion 
to courteous s 

us see exactly what this bill poses to do—whom it ncans to turn out 

vane it means to put in dele phaees in charge of the improvement of New 


General Newton, Chief of Engineers, is one of the first; who has spent more 
than forty years in the ice of engineering; whose work on the Hudson 
River and at Hell Gate given him a world-wide reputation, and who has 
done more for the improvement of New York Harbor than any other engineer, 

or dead 

ral Duane is another, a New Yorker with thirty-eight years of engineer 
a of work, and remarkable for his sound judgment in 

with more than thirty years’ service in every variety of hy- 
work especially,a member of the National Academy of Sciences, and an 
on the subject of hydraulics. 5 
Comstock—of more than thirty years’ experience in engineering—a 
of,and for a long time president of the Mississippi River Commission, 
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it, a bill of this kind, taking away from a branch of the public service without 
its knowledge and without inquiry one of its most important public works, 
which it had managed for years with distinguished success and honor, and 
placing it in the hands of a heterogeneous body, could have made so much 
headway as it has? 


clique in their own interest, and not at allin the interest of the city of New 

York. Had the interest of the harbor above been studied the matter would not 

have been kept so carefully out of sight of those who had managed the harbor 

improvements for so many years, but they would have been consulted about it. 

That was not at all the purpose. The purpose was to put the engineers out and : 
to put themselves in; and the campaign,it must be admitted, has been con- 

ducted with great silence and great skill. 


ber of Commerce was besieged and all opposition was to be allayed and con- 
flicting interests were to be united by having the proposed commission consist 
of a number of members of different occupations, coming from different locali- 
ties, and among which the engineeriy.~ profession and the Corps of Engineers, 
to whom are intrusted all the other w- rks of river and harbor improvement in 
the country, were to be represented by a hopeless minority of one. And all this 
for the management of purely engineering questions! 


British navy who had been employed for awhile on the East River improve- 
ment, and afterward, so I am informed, by the Chamber of Commerce and the 
Coast Survey. The original draught of the harbor commission bill provided a 
comfortable place for him, but this provision was subsequently thrown out. 
This gentleman has made a model of a part of New York Harbor which has 
































































The question naturally arises then, how isit that, with all these objections to 


The answer is found in the fact that it has been got up and pushed by a small 


Every member of Congress from the city of New York was seen—the Cham- 


The chief movers in this scheme were a naval officer and an ex-officer of the 


been shown and lectured on in various places, by means of which he has en- 
deavored to show that by dredging through a sand-bank a shorter channel sea- 
ward from New York Harbor would be formed than the main channel which 
nature has laid out and has kept in permanent good order for over a hundred 
years, or as far back as our records extend. 

No engineer familiar with hydraulic work would think of making such a mis- 
take as this, and the author’s ignorance of the subject is shown by the very sug- 
gestion. Yet he has talked it up so much that he has found some unprofessional 
followers, and it is this wild proposition that has led the distinguished repre- 
sentative from New York before referred to to state before the committee that 
the best channel out of New York Harbor has not yet been determined, and to 
express the fear that the harbor of New York may be ruined if the opinion of 
the board of expert engineers who recommend the improvement of the main 
channel be not thrown aside, and the opinion of the mongrel harbor commission 
which is not yet formed be not taken in its stead. 

Now, through all this, from beginning to end, not a single officer of engineers 
nor any other engineer that I have heard of has been asked one soiitary ques- 
tion about the wants of New York Harbor or the merits of this bill. 

It is plain to me that neither this bill nor any other bill affecting the public 
good ought to be passed until both sides are heard in relation to it; and so far 
the opponents of this bill, the Corps of Engineers particularly, to whom it 
works great injustice, have had no opportunity of being heard, either in Con- 
gress or before the New York Chamber of Commerce, nor can they be heard 
before the close of the present session of Congress, 

If there is to be any radical change of this character it ought to be made only 
after the fullest and freest discussion, such as has not yet been had. 

As before stated, the questions involved in river and harbor improvement are 
purely questions of engineering and ought to be determined byengineers, The 
work of the Corps of Engineers will bear favorable comparison with the work 
of any other body of engineers in the world, and at present they have a greater 
acquaintance with the requirements of river and harbor engineering than any 
other engineers in this country. There is no reason now, and I do not believe 
there will be in the future any reason, why the works which they have managed 
well for so many years should be taken from them; but should that time ever 
come there will be no difficulty in finding engineersto take their piace, without 
the necessity of turning their works over to men who lack the necessary pro- 
fessional training required for their management; forthe country is full of good 
engineers, and expecially the city of New York. 

New York has got ona good many years without the aid of a harbor commis- 
sion, and it can get on very well without it until the next session of Congress 
at least, at which time its merits and demerits can be more fully discussed ; and 
in the mean while the cost of this expensive thing will be saved to the country. 

In relation to tue item for New York Harbor contained in the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill, which the distinguished Representative from New York 
city demands shall be thrown out, I have to say that notwithstanding his ex- 
traordinary assertion to the contrary,there is a distinct and definite plan pre- 
pared by the Board of Engineers for securing a low-water depth of 30 feet in the 
main channel leading into New York Harbor, the estimated cost of which is 
$6,000,000, 

At the best possible rate of work it will take five orsix years to get this depth, 
and in the interest of the commerce of the city it is very much to be desired 
that this appropriation may not be struck out; for the distinguished member is 
plainly wrong in every one of his statements concerning it. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WALTER McFARLAND, 
Lieutenant-Colonel of Engincers, 
ComMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS, 
Washington, D. C. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 
had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8S. 1008) to empower the Board of Foreign Missions of the 
Methodist Protestant Church to hold property in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and 

A bill (S. 2530) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Wightman, deceased. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled billsof the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 13) for the relief of William J. Smith, late surveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (8. 68) for the relief of S. B. Cranston, of Oregon; 

A bill (8. 28) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte County, 
Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey B. Cecil; 

A bill (8S. 224) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers; 

A bill (8. 304) to compensate physicians for services rendered under 
the order of the United States court for the northern district of Ala- 
bama; 

A bill (S. 380) for the relief of Mrs. Henrietta Cole; 

A bill (S. 632) to provide for the settlement of the estates of deceased 
Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the 
possession of officers of the Government; 

A bill (8. 708) for the relief of Stephen H. Smith; 

A bill (S. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau; 

A bill (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClintock; 

A bill (8S. 972) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr. ; 

A bill (8. 1899) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie Maynadier Phelps, 
widow of Capt. Seth Ledyard Phelps, late minister of the United States 
to Peru; and 

A bill (S. 2415) fortherelief of the trustees of the Christian Brothers’ 
College, Saint Louis, Mo. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ANNAPOLIS. 


Mr. COMPTON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 201) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Annapolis, Md., and that the same be 


new considered. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the preseut consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BRADY. I object. 

Several members called for the regular order. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the re- 
port of the committee of conierence on the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill. 


Mr. HATCH. Idesire to submit a point of order on the report and 
the statement of the House conferees. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. The report has been read, but not the state- 
ment. 


The SPEAKER. The report of the conference committee has been 
read, but the statement which the rules of the House require the man- 
agers of the conference on the part of the House to make has not been 
read. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The Clerk commenced to read the statement. 

Mr. PAYSON (interrupting the reading). Would it bein order to 
ask unanimous consent to dispense with the farther reading of the 
statement. 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. PAYSON. I make that request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the further reading of the 
statement being dispensed with? 

There was no objection. 

The statement in full is as follows: 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, Untrep STaTes. 
Washington, D.C., July 30, iss. 

The undersigned, managers on the part of the House, make the following 
statement in respect to the conference report on H. R. 7480, known as “the river 
and harbor bill.” 

The Senate struck out all after the enacting clause in the House bill and in- 
serted a bill of their own, taking the House bill as the basistherefor. Theirac- 
tion was treated as one amendment. 

The House receded from its disagreement to this amendment and concurred 
in the same with an amendment to which the Senate 

The bill as it passed the Senate appropriated $14,013.393.25; the amount of the 
amendinent agreed upon by the conferees of the two Houses increases the above 
amount about $728,031.75, making the total amount appropriated by the pro- 


posed amendment about $14 "766,400. The changes made in the bill as it came 
sna the Senate are as follows: 


Lines 12 and 13, strike out ‘‘ $9,375” and insert “$12,500.” 
Lines 19 and 20, strike out “$11,250” and insert “ $15,000.” 
Lines 22 and 23, strike out “ $11, 250” and insert “ $15,000,” 


Lines 3 and 26, strike out “ $7,500" and insert “$10, 000.” 

Line 43, strike out ‘* $1,500" and insert “$6,000.” 

Lines 45 and 46, strike out “$i, 250”’ and insert ‘* $15,000." 

Lines 47 and 48, strike out ‘*$7,500” and insert “* $10,000."" 

Lines 53 and M4, strike out* ‘Sil. 20” and insert “$15, 000.”" 

Line 56, strike out * $4,500" and insert ** $6,000.” 

Line 58, strike out “$4500” and insert “ $6,000." 

Lines © and 61, strike out “ $2,250" and insert “ $3,000." 

Lines 62, 63, and 64, strike out “$3,750 and $1,500” and insert “ $5.0 nd 
$2,000.” ” 

Line 67, strike out “ $75,000" and insert ** $100,000." 

End of line 68 insert: 

“Provided, That this sum and that appropriated in the last river and |ar), 
bill shail be expended only upon that portion of the work at Sandy Bay w),j, 
may be beneficial to commerce in the event Congress should not deterinj;, ; 
eonstruct said national harbor of refuge of the first class: And provided fu,;),, 
That the Secretary of War shall appoint a board of three engineers to exam). 
into the practicability, expediency, and advisability of the construction o/ 3 
nat:onal Cader of refuge of the first class at Sandy Bay and report the fa, 
and their conclusions to Congress at its next session: And provided fy;1),. 
That the expenses of said board be paid out of the appropriation herein mad 

Line 70, strike out ‘‘7,500"’ and insert ** $10,000.” 

Line 72, strike out ‘ $750" and insert ‘* $1,000.” 

Lines 75 and 76, strike out ** $10,875" and insert “‘ $14,500."" 

Lines 78 and 30, strike out ** $15,000, $6,000, and $9,000"" and insert ‘$29 99 
$8,000, and $12,000."" 

Line 82, strike out “$11,250” and insert ‘‘ $15,000." 

Line &4, strike out “ $15,000" and insert “ $20.00." 

Lines 86 and 87, strike out ** $5,750" and insert ‘* $5,000.” 

Line 91, strike out “* $15,000” and insert ** $20,000.” 

Line 98, strike out “$1,500” and insert *‘ $2,000.” 

Line %, strike out ‘* $2,250” and insert “$3,000.” 

Line 97, strike out “$15,000” and insert “* $20,000.” 

Line 9) strike out “$7,500” and insert “* $10,000." 

Line 107, strike out “$15,000” and insert “$20,000.” 

Line 109, strike out “$15,000” and insert “ $20,000.”" 

Line 111, strike out “$7,500” and insert “*$10,000.”’ 

Line 116, strike out “*$7,500” and insert “* $10,000.” 

Lines 118 and 119, strike out “$5,625” and insert “ $7,500."" 

Line 124, strike out “$3,750” and insert “$5,000.” 

Lines 126 and 127, strike out “‘ $9,375" and insert “* $12,500." 

Lines 129 and 130, strike out *'$9,375" and insert “ $12,500." 

Lines 132 and 133, strike out “$7,500” and insert “*$10,000.” 

Line 135, strike out ** $7,500” and insert “$10,000,” 

Line 137, strike out “*$7,500” and insert “$10,000.” 

Lines 148 and 149, strike out ** $1,875" and insert “‘ $2,500.” 

Line 151, strike out “$11,250” and insert “* $15,000.” 

Lines 153 and 14, strike ont “$3,750” and insert “$5,000.” 

Lines 158 and 159, strike out ‘* $750,000" and insert “* $600,000,”” 

Lines 162 and 163. strike out “ $11,250” and insert “ $15,000.” 

Lines 168 and 169, strike out “$3,750” and insert “$5,000.” 

Lines 172 and 173, strike out “$3,750” and insert “ $5,000.” 

Lines 193 and 194, strike out “ $11,250” and insert “ $15,000.” 

Lines 203 and 204, strike out “*$3,750” and insert “ $5,000.” 

Lines 211 and 212, strike out “ $4,875"’ and insert **$6,500."" 

Lines 229, 230, and 231, strike out “ $75,000" and “$112,500” andinseri ‘5 
and ‘* $137,500.” 

Lines 237 and 238, strike out “ $11,250” and insert * $15,000,” 

Line 240, strike out “ $1,500"’ and insert ** $2,000.” 

Lines 242 and 243, strike out $7,500"" and insert ** $10,000.” 

Lines 251 and 252, strike out “ $3,750” and insert ‘* $5,000.” 

Lines 261 and 262, strike out “ $9,000" and ‘*$1,500"’ and insert ‘' $12 
. 000. ” 

Te ssc 0ne 267, strike out “$1,875” and insert “‘$2,500."’ 

Line 269, strike out “S15, 000” and insert ‘* $20,000." 

Line 271, strike out “ $7,500" and insert “$10,000. Ps 

Lines 272 and 273, strike out “ $5,250" and insert ‘‘$7,000."" 

Lines 277 and 278, strike out “$9,375” and insert “ $12, 500.”" 

Lines 3065 and 306, strike out “* $7,500" and insert “$10,000.” 

Line 317, strike out“ $2,250" and insert * $3,000.” 

Line 322) strike out * $1,500” and insert * $2000.” 

Lines 338 and 339, strike out “ $2,812” and insert “ $5,000." 

Line 348, strike out “ $2,250” and insert “$3,000.” 

Line 354, strike out “ $7,500” and insert “ $10,000.” 

Line 358, strike out “$15,000” and insert “20,000.” 

Lines 360 and 361, strike out “$7,500” and insert “ $10,000.”" 

Lines 363 and 364, strike out “$11,250” and insert “ $15,000.”’ 

Lines 366 and 367, strike out “$5,250” and insert “$7,000.” 

Line 377, strike out “ $7,500” and insert “* $10,000,"" 

Line 379, strike out “$7,500” and insert ** $10,000.” 

Line 381, strike out “$1,500” and insert “$2,000.” 

Lines 383 and 334, strike out “$9,375"" and insert “$12,500.” 

Lines 386 and 387, strike out “ $9,750" and insert “$13,000.” 

Line 389, strike out “ $7,500” and insert “ $10,000.” 

Lines 391 and 392, strike out ‘* $11,250” and insert $15,000," 

Line 398, strike out “$7,500” and insert “ $10,000.” 

Line 400, strike out “* 36,000" and insert “ $8,000.”"" 

Lines 402 and 403, strike out ‘* $3,750" and insert “‘ $5,000.” 

Line 465, strike out “$7,500” and insert “$10,000.” 

Lines 407 and 408, strike out “$3,750” and insert ‘*$5,000.”” 

Lines 410 and 411, strike out “$11,250” and insert ‘$15,000. 

Lines 415 and 416, strike out “$5,250” and insert *‘$7,000.” 

Lines 418 and 419, strike out “$3,750” and insert ‘*$5,000.” 

Line 421, strike out “ $7,500" and insert ** $10,000.” 

Lines 423 and 424, strike out “$i1,250” and insert *‘$15,000.”’ 

Lines 426 and 427, strike out “$2,250” and insert , 8 000.”” 

Line 432, strike out “* $6,000" and insert ‘*$8,000 

Lines 434 and 435, strike out “$3,750” and insert ** $5,000.” 

Tsine 437, strike out ‘* $7,500" and insert “$10,000.” 

Lines 45i and 452, strike out “$11,250” and insert “$15,000.” 

‘Lines 44 and 455, strike out “‘$3,750”"’ and insert “$5,000.” “ 

End of line 485 insert: “And provided further, That notwithstanding the repor’ 
of said board of engineers, the money herein appropriated for the purc!ia~ ' 
said water way shal! not be expended unk unless the'Bo. Secretary of War and Chie’ * 
Engineers shall be satisfied o' pediency and desirability of the Unite 
States ring and making free of toll said harbor of refuge and water W*": 

Line 497, strike out * $7,500” and insert ** $10,000.” 

Line 501. strike out “$7,500” and insert “* $10,000.” 

Lines 513 and 514, strike out “ $4,250" and insert “ $11,000." 

Lines 519 and 520, strike out “$3,750” and insert “ $5,000.” 

Lines 521 and 522, strike out “$3,750” and insert “ $5,000.” 

Lines 535 and 536, strike out “ $56,250" and insert ** $75,000.” 

Lines 541 and 542, strike out entirely. 
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Line 544, strike out ‘* $7,500” and insert ‘‘ $10,000.” 
Line 546, strike out “$7,500” and insert “* $10,000.” 
Lines 549 and 550, strike out ** $11,250” and insert “$15,000.” 


Lines 551 and 552, strike out “$9,375” and insert “$12,500.”" 
Lines 553 and 554, strike out “$7,500” and insert ‘* $10,000." 
Line 556, strike out “$7,500” and insert “$10,000.” 
Lines 557 and 558, strike out ** $1,875” and insert “ $2,500.” 
Lines 559 and 560, strike out ‘‘ $3,750" and insert “* $5,000. 
Lines 569 and 570, strike out ‘‘$9,000”" and insert “* $12,000." 
Lines 574 and 575, strike out “ $3,750” and insert “* $5,000. 
Line 579, strike out “* $7,500” and insert ** $10,000. 
Line 600, strike out “$1,500” and insert “* $2,000." 
Line 602, strike out “ $3,750” and insert “$5,000.” 
Line 611, strike out **$7,500” and insert “ $10,000.’ 
Line 613, strike out “$3,750” and insert ‘*$5.000."" | 
Line 615, strikeout “ $7,500" and insert ** $10,000.” 
Line 618, strike out “$7,500” and insert ** $10,000.” 
Line 641, strike out “ $7,500"" and insert “ $10,000. 
Line 643, strike out “$7,500” and insert “$10,000.” 
Lines 647 and 648, strike out “* $12,956.25 " and insert “ $17,275." 
Lines 650 and 651, strike out “ $4,500" and insert ‘* $6,000.” 
Line 654, strike out “ $6,000” and insert * $8,000.” 
Line 663, strike out “* $3,000"" and insert “$4,000.” 
Line 665. strike out “$75,000” and insert “ $i12,500.” 
Line 667, strike out “* $3,750" and insert “ $5,000.” 
Lines 670 and 671, strike out “ $7,500” and insert “ $10,000." 
Line 674, strike out “$3,750” and insert “ $5,009.” 
Line 676, strike out “ $15,000" and insert “*$20,000.”” 
Line 678, strike out “$7,500” and insert “$10,000.” 
Line 684, strike out “$7,500” and insert “$10,000.” 
Lines 692 and 693, strike out “*$1,125"" and insert “ $1,500.” 
Lines 698 and 699, strike out “ $1,125" and insert “ $1,500.” 
Lines 721 and 722, strike out ** $11,250"’ and insert “$15,000.” 
Line 725 strike out “$7,500” and insert “$10,000.” 
Line 729, strike out “ $7,500"’ and insert “‘ $10,000." 
Lines 731 and 732, strike out “ $3,750" and insert “$5,000.” 
Lines 733 and 734, strike out “$2,250” and insert “$3,000.” 
Lines 739, 749, bry ane strike out “‘ $15,000, $1,875, and $15,000” and insert 
“ $20,000, $2,500, an ow. 
Lines 745 and 746, strike out ** $2,625” and insert ‘* $3,500." 
Line 749, strike out “$7,500” and insert “$10,000.” 
Line 751, strike out “$7,500” and insert ‘*$10,000.” 
Line 754, strike out “$7,500” and insert ‘' $10,000.” 
Line 756, strike out “$750"’ and insert ‘‘$1,000.”’ 
Line 758, strike out “$2,250” and insert ‘‘ 33,000.” 
Line 760, strike out “$15,000” and insert ‘‘ $20,000."’ 
Line 762, strike out “$1,500 and insert “* $2,000.” 
Lines 772 and 773, strike out “*$11,250” and insert “$15,000.” 
Lines 775 and 776, strike *‘ $3,750" and insert ‘* $5,000." 
Line 778, strike out “* $5,625” and insert ‘‘$7.500.”’ 
Strike out a = ) —_ ha a “provided,” in line 
779, down to and in ing word * e,”’ at the end of line 788. 
Lines 789 and 790, strike out “$5,625 "’ and insert ‘“ $7,500.” 
ane 792 and 793, strike out ‘$15,000 and $7,500" and insert ‘$20,000 and 
0,000.” 
Line 79%, strike out “$15,000” and insert “‘ $20,000." 
ane 800 and 801, strike out ‘$15,000 and $3,750" and insert “$20,000 and 
5,000.” 
Lines $92 and 808, strike out “*$11,250"’ and insert ‘'$15,000.” 
Lines 85 and 806, strike out “‘$5,625” and insert “$7,500.” 
Lines 808 and 809, strike out “$5,625” and insert “‘ $9,000.” 
Lines 818 and 819, strike out “$11,250” and insert “$15,000.” 
Line 821, strike out “$750” and insert “$1,000.” 
Line 823, strike out **$3,000” and insert ‘* $4,000. 
Le academe aa me "SRR nd ON” oad io 
Lines 831 and $32, strike out ‘$5,625 and insert ‘‘ $12,000.” 
Line 84, strike out “$1,500” and insert “ $2,000.” 
Lines 836 and 837, strike out “$9,750” and insert ‘‘$13,000." 
Lines $43 and 844, strike out “$3,750” and insert ‘ $5,000." 
Lines 46 and 847, strike out ‘*$5,625”’ and insert “* $7,500.”’ 
Line 849, strike out “‘ $2,250" and insert “‘ $3,000.” 
Line S51, strike out “$11,250” and insert ‘‘ $15,000.” 
Lines 858 and 859, strike out ‘ $5,625" and insert ‘* $7,500.” 
Lines 84 and 865, strike out “* $5,625” and insert ** $7,500.” 
ee ees ot ery See and insert “ $5,000 and $2,000.” 
sine 879, e ” an rt “$7,500.” 
Line 882, strike out “$15,000” and insert ‘ $20,000.”’ 
Lines 84 and 895, strike out ** $1,875” and insert “$2,500.” 
Lines 897 and 898, strike out ‘*$2,625” and insert *‘ $3,500.” 
Line 900, strike out ** $1,500” and insert ‘‘ $2,000.” 
Line 902, strike out ‘$1,500’ and insert ‘‘ $2,000.” 
Line 904, strike out “$3,750” and insert *' $5,000.” 
_Lines 996 and 907, strike out “$11,250 and $3,750" and insert “$15,000 and $5,- 
Lines 910 and 911, strike out “$3,750” and insert “$5,000.” 
Line 917, strike out “$1,500” and insert ‘* $2,000.” 
Lines 919 and 920, strike out “*$3.750" and insert “$5,000.” 
Lines 922 and 923, strike out “$3,750” and insert ‘ $5,000.” 
Line 925, strixe out “$3,750” and insert ‘$5,000. 
Vine #7, strike out “$1,500” and insert ‘‘ $2,000.” 
ine 929, strike out “$7,500” and insert ‘‘ $10,000.” 
Lines 932 and 983, strike out $13,500" and insert “$13,000.” 
Line 935, strike out “$3,000” and insert “$4,000.” 
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sce 989, 940, and 941, strike out “$71,250 and $18,750” and insert ‘‘ $75,000 and 
ines 6 and 947, strike out “$1,875” and insert “$2,500.” 





[ine 990, strike om “$1,500” and insert ** $2,000.” 


ue 4, and 955, strike out “* $13,125 and $5,625" and insert “$17,500 and 


Line 969, strike out “$6,000” and insert “$8,000.” 

fide S71, strike out * $56,250" and insert $35,000." 

od of line 971, strike out all beginning with line 972 down to and"ineluding 
insert: “ tothe plan and recommendations in Appendix 

-ninth Congress; of which there are to be 

at Fort Smith, and $10,000 at Dardanelles, 

sums respectively as may be necessary at those 


$2,250 au x $3,000." 
” and insert ‘$3,000.’ 
959, strike out ‘'$3,750” and insert ‘ $5,000.” 
Lines oe 1, strike out “$2,625” and insert ‘‘ $3,500.” 
a and 994, strike out ,“ $13,500 and $9,750" and insert “$18,000 and 
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Lines 1000 and 1001, strike out “$3,500” and insert “* $5,000.”’ 

Line 1003, strike out “$2,250” and insert $3,000." 

Line 10065, strike out “ $2,250" an« il insert ** $3,000." 

Line 1007, strike out ‘* $3,750" and insert “ $5,000."’ 

Lines 1014 and 1015, strike out ** $9,375” and insert “$12,500.” 

Line 1017, strike out ‘‘ $4,500" and insert ** $6,000.” 

Between lines 1017 and 1018 insert 

“Improving Hiawassee River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $2,500, 

“Improving South Fork of Forked Deer River, Tennessee: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000.” 

Lines 1019 and 1020, strike out ‘ $5,625"' and insert ‘* $7,500." 

After line 1024 insert 

‘Improving South Fork of Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing Im- 


provement $5,000.” 
Line 1029, strike out “‘ $1,500 
Line 1651, strike ont ‘*$15,000” and insert ** $20,000." 
Line 1080, strik« it ** $4,500” and insert ‘* $6,000.”’ 
Lines 1095 and ! 4, strike out * 750”? and insert ** 
Line 1116, after the words ‘“‘United States,”’ insert 


and insert ** $2,000." 


§5.000."" 


“And provided further, That notwithstanding the report of said board of gn- 
gineers, the money herein appropriated for the purchase of said water w ays 
shall not be expended unless the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers shall 
be satisfied of the expediency and desirability of the United States acquiring and 
il said harbors of refuge and water ways.”’ 


making free of 

Lines 1141 anu 1142, strike out “ $5,620" and insert * 500." 

Lines 1149 and 1150, strike out “ $5,625" and insert “‘ $7,500.” 

The clause relating to Hennepin Canal (lines 1204 to 1234 inclusive) is stricken 
out and a clause inserted making an appropriation for the enlargement of the 
Illinois and Michigan Canal, and for the final and definite survey and location 
of a line for the proposed Illinois and Mississippi Canal. The report of this final 
survey and location to be made by the Secretary of War to Congress at its next 
session. 

Line 1236, strike out “* $5,625" and insert ‘‘ $7,500.” 

Lines 1238 and 1339, strike out ** $7,500" and insert “* $10,000." 

Lines 1250 and 1251, strike out “$1,875” and insert ‘* 2,500.” 

Line 1256, after the word ‘‘ operations,”’ insert “ and the cost of the proceedings 
hereinafter authrrized.”’ 

Line 1256, before the word “ten,” insert “ also.’ 

Line 1261, after the word “tributaries,” insert: “If he be not so satisfied, he is 
hereby instructed to institute such legal proceedings as may be necessary to pre- 
ventthe washing, sluicing, dumping, or discharging détritus, débris, or slickens, 
caused by or arising from such hydraulic mining, into either of said rivers or 
any of its tributaries, or intothe San Joaquin River or any of its tributaries, or in 
or tosuch place or situation from which such détritus, débris, or slickens may be 
liable to be washed or carried by storms or floods into either of said rivers or trib- 
utaries; and he is hereby instracted to use out of said sum as muchas may be 
necessary for said purpose.” ; 

Lines 1266 and 1267, strike out ‘‘ $187,500" and insert ‘‘ $150,090.”’ 

Line 1270, strike out ‘*$7,500”" and insert “* $10,000.”’ 

Line 1277, after the word “ rivers,” insert “‘ and $5,000 to be expended on the 
river in front of Portland.” 

Lines 1279 and 1280, strike out “$7,500” and insert “ 

Line 1282, strike out ‘*$15,000" and insert ** $20,000.” 

Lines 1284 and 1285, strike out “$1,875"’ and insert 

Line 1287, strike out ‘*$1,500"’ and insert ‘* $2,000," 

Line 1290, strike out ‘‘ $7,500" and insert ‘* $10,000.” 

Line 1306, strike out “including Davis Island Dam.”’ 

Lines 1318 and 1319, strike out “*$28,125"’ and insert “$37,500.” 

Line 1341, after the word ** Cincinnati ”’ insert “ also $20,000, or so much thereof 
astnay be necessary, for Davis Isiand Dam.”’ 

Lines 1408 and 1404, strike out ** $1,687,500" and insert *‘‘ $2,000,000," 

Lines 1468 and 1469, strike out “$7,500” and insert **$10,000.”"" 

Lines 1471 and 1472, strike out “ $18,750" and insert ** $30,000." 

Line 1476, strike out ** $3,750"’ and insert ‘* $5,000.”’ 

Lines 1480 and 1481, strike out ** $750” and insert “* $1,000.” 

End of section 2 insert the following, to be known as section 3, thus changing 
the numbers of the succeeding sections : 

Sue. 3. It shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, suffer, 
or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied,or unladen, either from or out of any 
ship, vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, or 
mills of any kind whatever, any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, slack, rub- 
bish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, slag, or cinders, or other’ refuse or 
mill-waste of any kind into New York Harbor: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall extend, or be construed to extend, tothe casting out, unlading, 
or throwing out of any ship or vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, any 
stones, rocks, bricks, lime, or other materials used, or to be used, in or toward the 
building, repairing, or keeping in repair any quay, pier, wharf, weir, bridge, 
building, or other work lawfully erected orto be erected on the banks or sides of 
said harbor, or to the casting out, unlading, or depositing of any material ex- 
cavated for the improvement of navigable waters, into such places and in such 
manner as may be deemed by the United States officersupervising the improve- 
ment of said harbor most judicious and practicable and for the best interests of 
such improvements. 

Line 3, section 7, strike out ‘‘$75,000"’ and insert ‘‘ $100,000.” 

N. C. BLANCHARD, 
THOS. J. HENDERSON, 














’ 


$10,000.”’ 


$2,000. 


Mr. WILLIS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [|Mr. HatcH | has 
a question of order pending. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will yield to me for a moment I 
desire to make this inquiry: If the House rejects the present conference 
report can it order a further conference on this bill? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. If the House refuses to agree to this 
report the whole subject is where it was before the report was made. 

Mr. DUNN. Of course the gentleman from Kentucky understands 
that that loses the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read, as 
the basis of my point of order, the instructions given by the House to 
the conference committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed that it is the sense of the House that 
the item in the Senate amendment to said bill, making an appropriation for the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-canal, be stricken from said Senate 
amendment. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
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House be. and they are hereby, instructed to insist on striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said bill the item making an appropriation for the 
Lake Michigan and liennepin Canal. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said bill the item making an appropriation for 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canal. 


Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said biil the item commencing with line 1446, down 
to and including line 1525, providing for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River from the head of the passes to the mouth of the Ohio River. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said bill so much thereof as appropriates $375,000 
o ne the improvement of the Potomac River in the vicinity of Wash- 

ngton. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I raise the point of order on that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. A point of order is pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that a resolution instructing the conference 
committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has caused to be 
read as part of his remarks the resolutions heretofore adopted by the 
House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been stated. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will 
contain himself for a few minutes I will state my point of order. 

Mr. Speaker, the items embraced in the instructions just read from 
the Clerk’s desk were adopted by this House by direct votes, and in 
two or more instances by a yea-and-nay vote on record. They were 
positive and direct instructions to the conference committee then ap- 
pointed to insist upon striking from the Senate amendment the items 
designated. Now, my point of order is that the report made by that 
conference committee appointed in pursuance of the instructions of the 
House is in direct violation of every singie statement read from the 
Clerk’s desk as part of the instructions, and therefore that the report 
and statement are not in order and should not be received by the House. 

There is nothing in the record of the proceedings of the House to 
show that since these instructions were passed the House has taken 
any action conferring any additional authority upon the conference 
committee to make any such report as they have put in here upon this 
bill. The report is in direct violation of the instructions of the 
House, and therefore it is not in order and should not be received by 
the House. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if this report can be received what confidence can 
the House hereafter repose in a conference committee when it gives 
them positive and direct instructions how to act and when they come 
into conference with the Senate conferees they violate and refuse to 
carry out the positive instructions of the House as to their action? In 
that event the action of this House in occupying its time for nearly one 
whole day in expressing its opinions on these several propositions is 
simply a farce. I undertake to say that since the first day of the first 
Congress no such record has ever been made by a conference committee 
appointed by the House of Representatives. - It stands here alone with- 
out a single precedent. It never has had one and I trust it will never 
in the future be duplicated by a conference committee of this House. 

Mr. CLARDY. May I ask my colleague a question ? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask the gentleman if he holds the conferees on the 
part of the House were utterly powerless to listen to the overtures of 
the conferees on the part of the Senate? 

Mr. HATCH. I hold the conferees on the part of the House were 
bound in honor by the instructions of the House, and that they had no 
power to exceed those instructions until they reported back that they 
were unable to agree. 

Mr. CLARDY. If they had no power why go through the farce ot 
appointing them ? 

Mr. HATCH. The farce is not inappointing them, but in their hav- 
ing violated the instructions of the House. ‘They should have come 
back, as every conference committee has done when it found it could 
not carry out the instructions of the House, and report that fact to the 
House and let the House take further action. 

Mr. CLARDY. Will the gentleman tell us how this amounts to 
anything more than non-concurrence in the Senate amendments? 

Mr. HATCH. The conferees are simply the agents of the House to 
carry out the instructions given them, and they can not exceed those 
instructions, and it never has been done before by a committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] 
did not the House the other day, on the sundry civil bill, non-concar 
in more than two hundred amendments of the Senate, and on the 
legislative bill likewise; and did not the conferees bring in a report agree- 
ing toa large majority of the items that had been non-concurred in? 

Mr. HATCH. Ab! yes; but that is a very different question. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] is 
mistaken. Thesundry civil bill has not yetcome back from conference. 

Mr. DUNN. But the legislative bill has. And has not that been 


—— of every report that has been made on these appropriation 


») ’ 

Mr. RANDALL. The line of distinction is this: Where the }1,,,. 
by a vote has given expression to its will, the conferees should ¢0,,;,,.,, 
to that instruction until it is reversed by a contrary vote. 

Mr. DUNN. I do not remember a case of non-concurrence j) ,,, 
merous amendments where the managers of the conference on the »,,.. 
of the House did not make a report concurring in a great many o; +}... 
amendments. In fact there could not be a conference under jy.; 
tions. Such a thing could not exist. Aas 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HatcH] talks about a far, 
report. How much more a farce would it be w undertake a contere,,.. 
under instructions ! ' 

Mr. RANDALL. When the will of the House has been expres... 
the conferees are in honor bound to execute it. 

Mr.HATCH. The difference between thecase presented by the o»». 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] and this one is too plain {o; ,.. 
gentleman to fail to see it. In the ordinary course of proceedings ;),, 
House non-concurs in a number of amendments, and, as has been ey». 
gested, that action is simply an informal motion to send the }jj| ,,_ 
conference; but in this instance these items were separated and yo, 
upon separately and specifically by the House, and now, for the fr 
time in the history of Congress, the conferees on the part of the }{)y.. 
have violated its instructions, and brought in a report which, inste, 9; 
striking out the items condemned by the House, retains every oy» »/ 
them in the bill. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to emphasize the point of order that, ;, 
the face of the record, which the Speaker is bound to know and of whic; 
he must take official notice, this report is in direct violation of the i. 
structions of the House, and therefore is not in orderand should yo: bp 
received, but should be sent back to the conterees, leaving them tj 
bring in a report in consonance with the instructions of the Hous 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman from )\{\s. 
souri permit me to ask the Chair a parliamentary question? 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. J wish toask the Chair whethe 
under the rale, the House now has the power to have a separate | 
upon the points upon which instructions were given. 

The SPEAKER. Not while this report is pending. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Arkansas {or his 
question, for that is the point in the case. This report comes in her 
and must be accepted or rejected by the House asa whole. The cov. 
ferees, by their action, have taken away the power of the House to vote 
again upon these questions separately. That is what renders the r- 
port even moreobnoxious to the objection make. They have grouped 
these items together in the report, and the House must now accept 
that report or reject it as a whole. The power is taken away from the 
House to again take those items one by one and have separate votes 
upon them. Therefore the entire report, as I have said, is out of order 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the conferees on the part of the 
House de not propose to take their ideas of what is honor from the ge- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HatcH], as I am pleased to iniorm hina 
the outset of my remarks. It is not true, as stated by the gentlema 
from Missouri, that every one of the propositions which the House voted 
upon separately the other day is in this bill just as voted on, and tle 
gentleman knows it is not true. 

Mr. HATCH. Did I say—— 

Mr. BLANCHAKD. I do not yield to the gentleman from Missoun. 
Every one of the propositions which were voted upon separately |i. 
been modified in essential and vital particulars, except the one in res 
tion to the Potomac flats. The gentleman knows that to be the tt 
if he has read the report, and I judge he knows what the report cov 
tains, since he insisted upon its being read last evening. ‘This vey 
question which the gentleman has raised—and I know that in msg 
it he does not expect his point of order to be sustained; [ know tha‘! 
is onlya part of his plan and that of other would-be leaders on this So" 
to defeat this bill by raising this question and provoking a long «0 
angry debate; I know that it is the purpose and motive of the gene 
man from Missouri—this very question, I say, which the gentleman 5 
raised here was debated at length in the Senate when it was repo"' 
to that body, that the House had asked a further conference and '™ 
instracted its conferees to insist upon the disagreement to ce" 
amendments put into the bill by the Senate. 

It was debated by some of the ablest and most experienced ™™ 
bers of the Senate, and the view was taken that what the House 
done did not amount to an instruction to its conferees to a" “ 
its disagreement to those amendments, and the distinction as ther 
pointed out, which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hate!) *™ 
all his astuteness seems to have overlooked, that there is a diliero* 
in parliamentary law between the House insisting upon its diss" 
ment to certain amendments and the House instructing its cov! 
to adhere. The House did not instruct its conferees to adhere \0 “ 
disagreement to the Senate amendments. It instructed its ne 
that it was “‘the sense of the House” that they should insist upoo 

i nt. — 

Mr. WHEELER. And I understand that the conferees did 5 
just as as could. 

P Mr. BLENOHARD. And I am here to state, Mr. Speaker, that ¥¢ 
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did insist, that we used every persuasion which argument could sug- 
+ and every honorable means that ingenuity could invent to carry 
out the instructions of the House as conveyed to us in those separate 
votes. And it was only after a majority of the conferees on the part of 
House saw that this bill was about to be lost, entailing a loss of mill- 
jons of dollars to the Government of the United States in the way of 
the destruction of works now in an incompleted state, as well as in the 
way of deterioration of plant owned by the Government, which would 
necessarily lie idle and decay, that for the purpose of saving this great 
Joss to the Government and great loss to the commerce of the country 
the House conferees or a majority of them receded from the Senate 
amendment with im t modifications, except in one particular. 

Mr. BLAND. Why did not the conferees come back to the House 
and ask farther instructions instead of receiving instructions from the 
Senate conferees ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will answer that question and state that it 
was fully considered by us. We received no instructions from the Sen- 
ate conferees. 

Mr. BLAND. It ought to have been considered by the House. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Weall appreciated that the element of time 
was essential; in fact that it was vital to the fate of this bill. We 
feared we did not have time to come back to the House and ask another 
vote on the propositions. It was thought Congress would speedily ad- 
journ, perhaps by Monday. It was either a choice of taking the bill 
with these modifications, or the cessation of all of river and harbor im- 
provements for the next year or two years to come. 

Now, with reference to the point of parliamentary law I wish to read 
from the Digest the following language: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. From what page? 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Page 320. 


In the case of disagreeing votes between the two Houses, the House may 
either recede, insist and ask a conference, or adhere, and motions for such 
purposes take precedence in that order. 

When we reported back to the House that the conferees were unable 
to agree, the first motion was not made, that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the Senate amendments; but the second motion was 
made, that the House ask another conference; and in that connection 
the House adopted certain specific resolutions that it was the duty of 
the House conferees to insist on their disagreeing to certain amend- 
ments. 

The third motion which might have been made, providing for an 
adherence to the disagreement on the part of the House, was not made, 
and no instructions to adhere were given by the House. All that 
was done was to ask another conference and insist on the disagreement 
to certain specific amendments. In a parliamentary sense, nothing 
more was meant by the House by its separate dissenting votes. That 
is all the significance the resolutions adopted by the House have; and 
that was the view taken of the question by the best parliamentarians 
in the debate in the Senate. And, Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to 
have the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] understand that before 

I, a comparatively inexperienced member of this body, yielded on that 
point I sought the advice of discreet friends in both Houses, men who 
are the peers of the gentleman from Missouri in all that goes to make 
up character, and fully his equal in intellectual ability; and it was 
upon their assurance that there was involved no question of personal 
or legislative honor that I, at length, with important modifications to 
= amendments, assented to the report in the shape it was pre- 
sen 

Mr. HATCH was recognized. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to be heard for a few mo- 
ments. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. The Chair presumes the gentleman from Illinois rises to oppose 
the point of order? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just recognized a gentleman to op- 
pose it, but after the gentleman from Missouri has concluded the gen- 
tleman from Illinois will be recognized. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I am not aware of having said anything 
in my remarks calling in question the honor of the gentleman from 
Louisiana. If I used that word at all I have forgotten it. I am satis- 
fied, however, that a careful examination of the report of my remarks 
will show that I never used it. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes; you used the word. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the Recorp judge. 

Mr. HATCH. I amcontent that it shall. As I remember, I never 
used the word in connection with my remarks about the gentleman 
from Louisiana; and I am sure I do not desire the tutelage of the gen- 

tleman on thatsubject. I have notoffered my services tohim. When 
I want to instruct gentlemen upon pointsof honor I will select my own 


- BLANCHARD. And the “gentleman from Louisiana’? will 
elect his own ‘ 


Mr. HATCH But if the gentleman wants to consult the history of 
cases in past Congresses for the wisdom to guide him on the 
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floor of the House, and not adopt the suggestions of the Senate con- 
ferees with whom he comes in contact, he had better read the Con- 
GRESSIONAL REcoRD for the past ten years. I donot understand why 
the gentleman should go to the Senate for their instructions as to what 
would be right and proper in carrying out the instructions of the House 
of Representatives with regard to the action of its conference commit- 
tee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Andthegentleman from Louisiana did not doit. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman stated positively and emphatically 
more than once what the arguments of those distinguished gentlemen in 
the Senate were upon this question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘That is correct; I did so state. 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir; and the inference from the gentleman’s re- 
marks was that he had been guided by the instructions of the Senate 
conferees and not by theaction of the House. Well, we have had enough 
of the Senate controlling this body, and it is pretty nearly time for us 
to come to the point where the House of Representatives shall control 
its own matters while in conference; and when we instruct gentlemen 
what they are to do they should be expected to carry out the instruc- 
tions. 

The gentleman says I stated what was not true in connection with 
these matters all being in the bill. I reiterate just what I said: the 
gentleman and his fellow-conferees were instructed to insist upon strik- 
ing from the Senate amendments each one of these paragraphs. I said 
what I say now, that every one of these is still in the bill. I did not 
say that any of them had not been modified. They have been modi- 
fied. They have been oiled just a little to induce the House of Repre- 
sentatives to swallow them; that is all. 

A MEMBER. A little oleomargarine has been put on them. 

Mr. HATCH. They would be betterif they had on them even alittle 
of the meanest oleomargarine that ever was manufactured, rather than 
that oil which the gentlemen of the conference committee have put on 
them. [Laughter. } 

Mr. MURPHY. The only difference between the oleomargarine 
used by this conference committee and that used by the gentleman 
from Missouri is, that it was hatched by a different person. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Well, it was hatched out of a mighty bad egg when 
you brought it in here in violation of the instructions of the House of 
Representatives. [Laughter and applause. } 

Now it isa fact, Mr. Speaker, that every one of those items which 
the House insisted should be struck out has been retained in the bill. 
That there has been a change in an amount or a change in phraseology 
I have never disputed. But what I maintain is that the House in- 
structed these gentlemen to insist upon striking those paragraphs from 
the bill, yet every one of them is retained. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, as one of the conferees 
I desire to say that this matter was, as has been stated, fully discussed 
in the conference committee; and, as I understand, there was no disa- 
greement whatever on the part of the conferees either of the House or 
the Senate as to our freedom of action under the resolutions of the 
House. As for myself, being a young member of conference commit- 
tees at least, and not knowing clearly what my duty might be under 
the circumstances, I advised with as eminent men as are in either branch 
of Congress; and they clearly stated there was no objection toour taking 
the course which was taken in reaching an agreement; and, so far as I 
am concerned, I did not act until the resolutions of the House had first 
been receded from as to some of the propositions which were contained 
in the Senate amendment. 

I will say further that I am told now by men of experience around 
me here, who have been on conference committees, that these resolu- 
tions amount to nothing more nor less than a non-concurrence on the part 
of the House; that an insistence is not an adherence; that if this House 
wanted to conclude the action of the conferees, it should have instructed 
them to adhere to the disposition of the House in regard to any of the 
subjects contained in this bill; that in resolving that it was the sense 
of the House 

Mr. WILLIS. Was there not in this instance a difficulty in adher- 
ing, from the fact that the Senate has sent us only one amendment ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Did you find any difficulty in dis- 
obeying the resolution of the House ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam not discussing that question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That is the question I propound to 
you. 

Mr. WILLIS. Nor am I criticising my colleagues on the conference 
committee. I have not raised this pointof order. I only desire to call 
attention to the fact that the Senate sent us one amendment, and I 
would like to have that discussed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
why did you not insist upon that? 

Mr. WILLIS. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I can not be inter- 
rupted further by the gentleman. I believetthat the gentleman wants 
to defeat this bill; and I have believed for a week that he has wanted 
to do so, 
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Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman has no authority in the werid for 
that statement—not a particle. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I want to say further—and I am 
going to speak plainly while I have the floor—it was, as has been stated 
by my co-conferee who united in this report, the belief that if any river 
and harbor bill whatever was to be passed by this House at this ses- 
sion we should act, and act speedily. It was generally believed that 
Congress might adjourn to-day or at the farthest on Monday next, so 
that whatever was to be done must be done promptly; and no one 
pressed this consideration more than the gentleman from Kentucky, 
who urged that if we did not act promptly there would be no possi- 
bility of passing any bill at this session. He repeated that again and 
again. Yet Mind him to-day asking a parliamentary question, whether 
if this conference report be voted down we can not then have another 
conference. I want to say now that if any bill is to be passed at all, 
in my opinion, at this session, it must be passed now, and upon this 
conference report. 

I want it to be understood distinctly in answer to what the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HatcH] has said, that this is an entirely different 
proposition as to every one of the subjects of the bill upon which reso- 
lutions were passed by the House. Every one of them that comes back 
here, with the exception of that in relation to the Potomac Flats, is 
modified, and materially different from what they were, and it is sub- 
mitted to the sense of the House whether it will adopt this report or 
not. If it be voted down, I will try to accept the verdict of the House 
as cheerfully as anybody else. But I shall then say to the friends of 
river and harbor improvements, ‘‘ You may bid farewell to any river 
and harbor bill at this session of Congress.’’ That is perhaps what is 
wanted by the gentleman from Missouri who raises the point of order; 
it is certainly what is wanted by many other members of this House; 
and they must take the responsibility—not myself. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MURPHY. It does by indirection what they have not the man- 
hood to do directly. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in reply to the gentleman 
from Lllinois, as the members of this House well know, that a proper, 
legitimate river and harbor appropriation bill has had no firmer or more 
constant friend for four Congresses than myself. Iam in favor now of 
a proper river and harbor bill, and I am insisting on the point of order 
and the rejection of this report in favor of a legitimate riverand harbor 
bill. I believe propositions for the building of canals throughout the 
country have no place on a legitimate river and harbor appropriation 
bill. Every one of them is out of order under the rules of this House, 
and they have been rejected when brought up in the ordinary course of 
business in the House. 7 

Gentlemen standing here in the interest of these canal projects are 
attempting to force them on this river and harbor appropriation bill. 
They are attempting to force members on this floor in favor of such a 
bill to pass it with such projects or to have no billatall. That is their 
proposition, Mr. Speaker, and so far as I am concerned I am not to be 
driven from my purpose by any such threat. I will vote for a proper 
river and harbor appropriation bill; but, sir, I will never vote for any 
one of these canal projects. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH } has intimated this as an unusual proceeding on the part of 
conferees to differ from the resolution of the House expressing the 
sense of the House. I desire to inform the gentleman, and also « call 
the attention of the House to the fact, that on the contrary it is en un- 
usual proceeding to instruct or to attempt to trammel in any way a 
conference committee. There are but few instances in parliamentary 
history where such a thing has ever been attempted in parliamentary 
bodies, and in nearly every case where formal instructions were at- 
tempted to be given to a conference committee by one House the other 
House has refused longer to consider the matter, because there can be 
no free conference when the hands of one House are tied. 

Why, sir, the object of a conference is to have a free discussion of all 
the differences between the two Houses. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And they are always subject to the 
ratification of the House. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Yes; as my friend from Iowa suggests, they are al- 
wayssubject to the ratification of thetwo Houses. Thereis nosuch thing 
as a free conference if one side goes there saying they are in the posi- 
tion they can not approve ordisapprove; and in that condition of affairs 
the other conferees of course at once say there can be no free conference 
in such a condition of affairs, and they withdraw. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there can be no action of a conference committee 
that does not advance a step in one direction or the other. Every at- 
tempt which takes a step in advance differs as a matter of course from 
what has been done by one side or the other. You can not have acon- 
ference committee that does not dissent ordisagree on one side or the 
other from action already taken. It is beeause of the disagreements 
which have occurred between the two Honses that a conference has 
been appointed to harmonize and adjust such differences. 

What does the conference committee todo? Do 
pose to go into conference and stand like stubborn mules, 
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yield on one side or the other? Not at all. 
monize the differences between the two Houses. 

This House has expressed some opinion on this bill. The Senate has 
expressed some different opinion on it. This conflict can not be | 
monized in the open Houses, and consequently the two Houses have «.y. 
pointed a committee of conference to adjust the differences between 
them. The House has said what it would like to have in regard to tw 
or three propositions. They were careful to state, however, in their 
amendment itself, in reference to the Portage Lake and River Improye- 
ment Company Canal, and the Lake Superior Ship-canal Railway ayq 
Iron Company Canal, that it is the sense of the House the item in the 
river and harbor bill for that purpose merely expresses the sense of the 
House that such and such works should be included if possible, |, 
ing the determination of the matter, of course, to the conference , 
mittee. 

That is undoubtedly true, because if this House had desired to say 
to the other House that it would not under any circumstances yield jy 
reference to those points there was a parliamentary motion well-recov- 
nixed in all parliamentary bodies which would completely effect their 
purpose, and that was, not a motion to instruct the conferees, but g 
motion to adhere on the part of the House to its disagreement. That 
motion to recede cuts off all discussion on the part of the conferees and 
settles the matter finally. It is a motion which instructs the conferees 
to stop parleying, and when that motion to adhere is adopted the duties 
of the conferees are at an end and the bill itself is defeated. 

That time has not yet been reached, and we are now considering the 
report of a committee of conference whereby agreement can be reached 
between the two Houses, and unless we are resolved to adhere to our 
disagreement and defeat the bill this conference report should be 
adopted. 

Mr. SOWDEN. 
tion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is there not a marked difference between insisting 
and yielding? [Laughterand applause.] Has not this conference com- 
mittee yielded to the Senate and abandoned the instructions given to it 
by the House? Is the House bound by the acts of a conference when the 
conferees on the part of the House have transcended the authority dele- 
gated to them? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House is not bound by anything that has 
occurred. The conference committee has made a recommendation to 
the House, and you can vote down this report, if you choose, and ap- 
point another committee. But we are now endeavoring in the ordinary 
course of conferences between the two Houses to reach an agreement, 
and these gentlemen have exercised their best discretion in bringing 
forward an approach to an agreement and asking the House to ratily it. 
If you do so the bill passes; if not, chaos has come again so far as this 
bill is concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The proceedings when there has been a disagree- 
ment between the two branches of a legislative body are different in 
many respects from the proceedings in other cases. The paramount 
object of all such proceedings is to bring the two branches to an agree- 
ment. Therefore either may, without reconsidering previous votes, 
take action in a directly opposite direction. For instance, the House 
may refuse to concur in an amendment and may afterward insist again 
and again upon its disagreement to the amendment, and yet it may 
ultimately, without reconsidering any of these votes, recede absolutely 
from its disagreement or recede from it with an amendment as its judg- 
ment may dictate. And while it is competent under the recent prac- 
tice of the House to instruct conference committees, still the House in 
that case as in the other may ultimately recede from its disgreement to 
the very t in regard to which it had instructed its conferees 
to insist on a disagreement; and that may be done with or without 4 
conference report tfpon the subject. 

The whole effect of the conference report in such a case is to bring 
the matter again directly before the body for its consideration and a- 
tion. That is the whole effect of this conference report. It does not 
bind the House at all. The House may refuse to to it, in which 
case the whole subject is again open; and the Honse may absolutely 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, or recede w't) 
an amendment, which is the course recommended by the present mat- 
agers of the conference on the part of the House. So the Chair think 
the point of order is not well taken. 

In a case where the House instructs one of its ordinary commttees 
to report back a proposition with an amendment, it would be a very s* 
rious question whether it could report back without that amendmet". 
or with that amendment and others. But that is not this case. 

In the case supposed the House instructs its committee what it so! 
report to the House. In thiscase the House has not instructed its co” 
ferees what they shall report, but has expressed its judgment on the 
question and directed them to insist upon striking out certain claus. 
They have now brought it back to the House in order that it may ba‘? 
an opportunity to recede from that action if it desires to do so, or !u! 
ther to insist upon it if it desires to do so. 

Mr. HATCH. I raise the question of consideration. 


Their object is to ha; 


ia.r- 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri on yesterday raised 
the question of consideration against this repert. The question 18, 
Will the House now proceed to consider it? 3 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. HATCH. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 24. 

So (further eount not being called for) the House determined to con- 
sider the report. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I move the previous question on the adoption 


of the report. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 


allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in support of the report and fifteen 
minutes in opposition. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote!’’] 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I did not sign this conference report 
beeause I honestly and firmly believe that if this House by its vote to- 
day ratifies this report it is not only an end of this bill but the end of 
every river and harbor bill in the future. That was my firm and de- 
liberate conclusion, and as my position in the conference committee 
has been referred to, I will state that that was my position there. The 
vote of the House upon these disputed propositions only confirmed me 
in that position. Fully convinced myself and sustained by the House 
which gave me the authority to act, I found no avenue of escape from 
the stand I had taken. 

I did not raise the point of order this morning. I did not know that 
it would be raised. My colleagues in the conference committee are 
known here and known to the country as gentlemen of the highest in- 
tegrity and intelligence. They acted from the very best motives. I do 
not come before this House to criticise them. I come to plead with the 
friends of rivers and harbors to vote down this conference report, and I 
state itas my belief that if itis voted down and other conferees promptly 
named, before this sun sets we will have another report free from these 
objectionable features—one that can pass this Congress and become a 
law. 

I object, Mr. Speaker, to this report for various reasons, but mainly 
because it embraces three canal projects. I would have gone as far as 
any one in attempting to come to some compromise in the conference 
committee had these three canals been omitted from this bill, but I 
did not, and could not, after amost careful and impartial examination, 
sce that it was right or prudent to put these canals on a river and har- 
bor bill. 

At least one of these projects—the Hennepin Canal—is an intruder. 
Under the rules of this House it has twice been stricken from this bill 
on a pointeforder. But aside from this and other objections, the time 
when it comes before this House does not admit of an examination into 
its practicability, into the engineering propositions involved init, or 
into the amount that will be involved if we commit the Government 
to its eonstruetion. Before we act finally all these questions should 
be fully discussed. By the clause a in thisconference report we 
accept the Hlinois and Michigan Canal. 

That question was submitted to the people of Dlinois upon a bill 
which contains a clause requiring us, if we accept that canal, to go for- 
ward and complete the Hennepin Canal. If, therefore, you adopt this 
conference report, you commit this Government to the construction of 
acanal which may cost anywhere from nine to nineteen millions of 
dollars. How many men in this House are to-day fortified with facts 
upon whieh to vote this enormous appropriation? How many men have 
studied the engineering features of this proposed Hennepin Canal? 
Here, sir, is a made by an engineer of the United States, from 
which it appears when you leave the Illinois and Michigan Canal 
at Hennepin, within a distance of 25 miles, you have got to climb to- 
ward the skies 208 feet before you reach the point where the canal 
feeder begins, and between that and acertain other point you have 
another 84 feet to climb. Will any one say that that is a practicable 
scheme? It maybe; but whose mind is satisfied that such is the case? 
Are we prepared to vote to-day upon such an immense and unique 
proposition as that? 

The scheme, as I have said, involves from nine to twenty million dol- 
lars. The widening of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, 96 miles long, 
will, according to the official esti cost over two millions. The 
lowest estimate by the engineers for the Hennepin project is from 
five to six millions; but the opinion is freely expressed, and I firmly 
believe it is correct, that fifteen millions will not complete the two 
works. And how are you going to complete it? Upon an appropria- 
tion bill? You appropriate here $300,000. Even putting the total 
cost at ten millions, which is the lowest estimate, a quarter of a cen- 
nt will be required to complete the canal, and by that time we may 
be over the country, or the Keely motor may have solved 
this great question of freight transportation. 

At this rate of appropriation, therefore, twenty-five years will elapse 


say, as has been said here, that unless we can 
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have the Hennepin Canal we will have no river and harbor bill? Is 
that the spirit in which the American Congress is invited to the con- 
sideration of a great engineering problem which involves a new de- 
parture in our: ‘ations to the people? I ask toe have read from the 
Clerk’s desk a telegram from the city of Chicago which illustrates the 
spirit in which this proposition is urged upon us. 

For one, I protest against that method of forcing through any propo- 


sition. For one, my ear will be closed to its merits, if merits it has, 


as long as a threat is held over me that unless I vote for it no river and 
harbor bill shall be passed. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 


question ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask to have that telegram read. My time is very 
brief, and there are several points that I wish to notice. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CuicaGco, July 29. 

The following dispatch, signed by the mayor, the president of the board of 
trade, and other prominent citizens, was sent to-day to Senators CuLLoM, WIL- 
son, and WARNER MILLER: 

** We, in behalf of the board of trade and the citizens of Chicago, beg you to 
ae upon the Hennepin Canal amendment or todefeat the river and harbor 
lil. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, are these the methods by which 
the judgment of the members of this House is to be influenced? Is 
this the ‘‘argument’’ by which we are to be coerced into accepting 
this proposition? Sir, when that issue is made I will appeal to that 
very Northwest, that Northwest which is more deeply interested in 
rivers and harbors than any other part of this country, and I will doso 
with a confident expectation that the appeal will be heard and that 
these threats will not dare be executed. Iam ready at any time to 
consider fairly and properly this Hennepin proposition, but not under 
duress, not on a river and harbor bill in the last hours of Congress. 

As I have already said, it has under our rules no part or place in this 
bill. True it was put in by the Senate, and it is claimed thatthe Sen- 
ate, through its Committee on Commerce, has jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject. It has jurisdiction also of light-houses, but we would promptly 
strike from this bill a proposition for a light-house had it been put 
there by the Senate, and with equal promptness we should strike out 
from this bill every extraneous proposition. 

But, sir, there are two other canals included in this conference re- 
port. One is the Sturgeon Bay Canal, connectivg the waters of Green 
Bay with Lake Michigan, in the State of Wisconsin. It was, sir, built 
with the money of the people of the United States. Indeed, the most 
extraordinary financial operation contained in the grotesque and mar- 
velous financial history of this country is presented in these reports, a 
part of which I shall embody in my remarks. A body of land compris- 
ing 200,000 acres was given by the United States to this canal com- 
pany. The oflicers of the company paid themselves high salaries; they 
paid for the canal; they paid compound interest to all those who had 
advanced money; and afterthey had made out their own accounts in 
their own way and presented them to the engineer who was “‘investigat- 
ing’’ them by accepting their statements, the result was that there was 
still $25,000 to the credit of the United States. 

Sir, why press this canal upen us with such urgency? There are many 
and serious facts which confront us when we examine this transaction. 
The ‘‘eanal’’ is an open ditch, without lock or dam, and only 7,600 
feetinlength. It was ‘‘completed’’ by the company, chartered and au- 
thorized by the Stateof Wisconsin, on December 5, 1881. A resolution 
was promptly introduced and passed in Congress to negotiate for the 
purchase of it that it might be made ‘‘free to commerce.’’ This was 
March 9, 1882, less than ninety days after it was accepted by the State. 
When the United States engineer sought information it was only to be 
had from the company’s books. The act of Congress provided that 
‘an accurate account of the sales and net proceeds of the lands hereby 
granted and of all expenditures in the construction, repair, and oper- 
ating of said canal and of the earnings thereof ’’ should be kept by the 
State and a statement of the same should be annually returned to the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

The governor, when applied to by the board of engineers seeking in- 
formation, informed them that ‘‘there is no public record of what the 
company realized for the land grant.’’ ‘‘There being no other source 
of information,’ so says the board, the President of the company was 
applied to, who informed it that the ‘‘net sum realized from the land 
grant was $344,687.” Certainly this wasa munificent sum with which 
te construct a short ditch less than 2 miles long. The board also ap- 
plied to the governor for the account of construction, and was informed 
that “‘no such record was on file.’? The law provided for a canal free 
from toll when these expenses had been reimbursed. And now they 
coolly step forward and ask $100,000 or $150,000 for the purchase of 
that which rightly belongs to the United States; and here, although 
this bill was sent to the Senate on the 6th of May, we are called upon 
within, it may be, forty hours of adjournment to face this proposition. 
I venture to say that there are not twenty members of this House who 
have ever considered it, who have ever discussed it, who are at all 
familiar with the facts connected with it. For me, I want more light 
before I go farther. 

Then we have another canal, the Portage Lake Canal, only 2} miles in 
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length and withouta single lock or dam, for which the sum of $200,000 
to $350,000 is appropriated in this conference report. In this case, too, 
the Government has given 400,000 acres of land, worth half a million 
of dollars; and upon an investigation of the manner in which that land 
was used, an investigation made by a committee of Congress, it was 
charged that those lands were selected from the very richest mineral 
lands of Michigan, and that they were worth anywhere from $5,000,000 
to $15,000,000. Yet this company, claiming now that the interests of 
commerce demand that this channel be opened, wants from $200,000 
to $350,000 more of the public money. The average annual toll for a 
period of ten years appears to have been only $7,500. 

Sir, let these propositions wait a while. Michigan and the North- 
west have been liberally dealt with in this bill. Over $1,200,000 has 
been appropriated—and I am glad to know it—for the State of Mich- 
igan alone. We have liberally appropriated for all of her great har- 
bors and water ways; and in behalf of those I appeal to the Michigan 
delegation not to destroy by connecting these canal schemes with this 
bill the just hope that they have of receiving appropriations for the ob- 
jects which properly belong to the bill. 

I urge my appeal in the name of humanity. Ships may be cast where 
these breakwaters would protect them. Precious human lives will 
find shelter and safety in the protecting arms of these great harbors. 
Commerce may have its fields of enterprise enlarged, cheap transporta- 
tion—the chief question of the hour—will be hastened if we secure the 
passage of this measure. But by hampering it, by weighing it down, 
by putting upon it propositions which do not properly belong to it, by 
exciting criticism which does not justly attach to the bill, we shall, in 
my judgment, not only defeat this bill, but I honestly believe defeat 
every bill of a similar character in the future. 

Sir, the Hennepin Canal is not the only canal that stands at this bar 
asking for help. When the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal asks your 
votes, what answer can you make? When the great Erie Canal is 
urged upon you, what answer can you make? When the great ship- 
canal across the isthmus of Florida demands a place in your river and 
harbor bill, what answer can you make? Can you turn all these aside? 
They are all great measures; and there are a dozen others having equal 
merit with the Hennepin. You could not, if you would, resist their 
combined strength. 

I am not discussing the merit of these canal projects. Iam com- 
plaining that we have not time to enter into all the facts connected 
with their construction. But when these dozen or twenty canals are 
brought forward for appropriation in your next river and harbor bill 
you can not deny the application; and you will have a bill of canals, 
while the natural water ways and harbors of the country will be pushed 
aside because of these canal propositions. As it is we barely appropri- 
ato one-third of what the War Department says it needs for the year. 
It declares it can ‘‘ profitably expend’’ forty-two millions; we give only 
fourteen millions in this bill. Let us complete, or at least partially com- 
plete, existing works before we begin in this hasty manner new, bold, 
and expensive experiments. Therefore, I repeat, I believe that this 
bill, if passed in its present form, is the death-knell of all legitimate ap- 
propriations for rivers and harbors. Hence I appeal to the friends of 
river and harbor improvements to stay their hands. Let us reject this 
report. Iam not a prophet nor theson of aprophet; but I predict that 
if this report be rejected we shall in time have here a report with 
these propositions eliminated; and we can pass it. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLARDY. Willthe gentleman from Louisiana yield a moment, 
that I Td put a question to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIs]? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I can not yield if it is to be taken out of my 
time. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HEn- 
DERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield for half a minute to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in that half-minute I desire to say it 
- a firm conviction that if you do not take this bill you will get no 

ill. 

Mr. BLAND. Then we ought not to have any. 

Mr. BAYNE. In the second place, I wish to say the canals are in 
this bill to stay; and in my opinion there will be no more river and 
harbor bills passed by the Congress of the United States without ca- 
nals. Canals have been voted for in Texas and South Carolina and on 
the Ohio River and elsewhere for some years past, and I seqno good 
reason why the Hennepin Canal should not go into this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ought, perhaps, to 
qualify a remark which I made a little while ago in reference to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILL1s], when I said he wanted this 
river and harbor bill defeated. I ought, perhaps, to have said that 
thought the course pursued by him was calculated to defeat this bill. 
And that gentleman knows that no stronger threat has been made 
regard to the defeat of this bill than he himself made in the first in- 
stance, that he never would vote for this bill with either of these canals 
in it. I said to him that was a game that two could play at. 
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Mr. WILLIS rose. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not yield. 

Mr. WILLIS. As the gentleman misstates my position—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I can not yield, and have not mj< 
stated your position. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman is willing to rest ona misstate, 
he may do so. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not yield for anything that j, 
to come out of my time. The gentleman himself has said right here 
and now exactly what was said in the dispatch which he caused to hj. 
read from the city of Chicago. He says hereon this floor that he wj|) 
never support this bill with these propositions init. There is any 
number of men here who will be justified when he makes that state. 
ment in taking the same position that he does. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the position of the chairman of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors seems strange to me when [ remember that on 
one or two different occasions he has here on the floor of this House 
voted against striking out the very proposition he now insists shal] not 
remain in this bill ; I mean the Hennepin Canal. On two occasions he 
voted against striking it out. 

Mr. WILLIS. If you wish to be true to yourself, you will state the 
circumstances under which I voted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. You have often stated them yourse|f 

I wish to say here, Mr. Speaker, that we are not forcing this mat- 
ter through the House without discussion. Why, sir, this matter has 
been before Congress for fourteen or fifteen years. It has been dis. 
cussed at almost every session of Congress. Members have examined 
maps and plats and surveys and estimates, and the measure has oiten 
been discussed. And now the gentleman talks about forcing the meas- 
ure upon Congress without discussion, and comes here and tells you it 
will cost, in his opinion, $15,000,000 to construct this canal, while com- 
petent engineers, and more than one of them, have, after careful sur- 
veys and estimates, reported that it would not cost but about $6, ()00,- 
000, or perhaps a little more, to construct it. I am not an engineer, 
and must leave these engineering questions with engineers, who are 
skilled in their profession; and they say the surveys demonstrate a 
perfectly feasible route for this canal. 

The lift is not an extraordinary lift at all in the construction of ca- 
nals. On the contrary, it is often double what he has stated it to be in 
this instance. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the point I wish to make here is this: That on two 
different occasions the gentleman from Kentucky himself voted with 
us against striking the Hennepin Canal out of the river and harbor 
bill. Now he says I ought to state the reasons why. How can the 
gentleman explain his votes against striking out the Hennepin Canal 
consistently with his present action unless he was insincere, which | 
will not state but leave othersto judge? Members know about this 
canal or have heard about it. It has been discussed. Boards of trade 
and transportation and boards of commerce, here and there al! over the 
eountry, have declared themselves in favor of this internal improve- 
ment. Yet you want forty or fifty Representatives interested in the 
construction of these canals to vote with you for all sorts of improve- 
ments, which are local in character and of but little value to commerce, 
and still you vote to strike out this great improvement,which has been 
regarded favorably by the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No one regrets, Mr. Speaker, more than I do 
that the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors [Mr. WILLIs] has been unable to agree to the bill presented to 
the House. I wish to disabuse the minds of the House, or the minds 
of any members who entertain any such idea, that if this bill is voted 
down to-day there is any hope whatever of a river and harbor bill. | 
know whereof I speak. I warn the House if this conference report be 
rejected there is no chance of a river and harbor bill at this session 0! 
Congress. 
Mr. Speaker, the remark made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. WILLIs] that in ceding the Illinois and Michigan Canal to the 
United States Government a condition was attached whereby the (ov- 
ernment of the United States absolutely pledged itself to the construc 
tion of the Hennepin Canal. I understand from the friends of the Hex 
nepin who are more familiar with the subject thao 
myself, that such is not the case. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman permit me to read two or three 
lines from the act itself? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield to the gentleman to read it. 1°" 
only speaking from information. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is as follows: 

Its right of way and all its ene. and all right, title, and inte — 
which the State may now have in any real estate ceded to the State by the Unite’ 
States for canal ceded to the United States, for ‘he 

larged canal and water way from Lak 
ississippi Rivers; and this cession is made up" 
nited States shall, within five years from the ume = 
t,and thereafter maintain the said cans! *» 
water way for purpose . 


Mr. BLANCHARD. The canal referred to there means the canal 
known as the Michigan and Illinois Canal, which connects the Illinois 
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River with the lake at Chicago and through the Illinois River to the 
ississippi River. 
~ r. HEN DERSON, of Illinois. And with the Gulf at New Orleans. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And withthe Gulf at New Orleans. With ref- 
erence to the Sturgeon Bay Canal, it will be seen by reference to the bill 
that a board of engineers is to be appointed, and they are to determine 
how much this company is to receive for their work there after debit- 
ing them with the value of the land granted and the amount paid to 
them in tolls which they havecollected. So that it is not giving to this 
canal company a land grantand in addition thereto buying their works. 

With respect to the Lake Portage Canal, it is not to be purchased 
until after a board of engineers shall have reported to the Secretary of 
War touching the value of that property, and even then only in the 
event that the of War and the Chief of Engineers shall be- 

come satisfied that it is expedient and advisable for the Government of 
the United States to acquire the ownership of the water way so as to 
relieve the commerce of the country from toll. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O’ NEILL]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the rapidly decreasing 
attendance in this House indicates that this is the last opportunity we 
will have for obtaining a river and harbor bill at this session. We 
failed in the last Congress to obtain the passage of a river and harbor 
pill, and the work of improving our water ways, with the view of less- 
ening the cost of transportation, and thereby saving millions of dollars 
to the people, has stopped, and the expensive plants formerly engaged 
in the work are now rotting at the wharves. 

I favored a separate distinct Mississippi River improvement bill in the 
last Congress, but the judgment of the House and the judgment of the 
friends of river improvement was that this combination plan of embrac- 
ing all the river and harbor items in one bill gave the best guarantee of 
success by enlisting the active support of many members. 

I appeal to the friends of internal improvement to waive their prej- 
udices in the interest of the great benefit that the entire country will 
experience from the benefit to commence by the continuation of the 
present works and an extension of the process of deepening our chan- 
nels to conform to the requirements of to-day. 

The $15,000,000 that will be distributed over this country through 
the instrumentality of this bill, nearly every dollar of which will go 
to labor, is too greata question and too important—it is of much more 
material importance to the people—to allow this bill to be defeated by 
amere prejudice against the canal system. 

Herd of the sections where these canals exist are as much in- 

t in their improvement or their opening to commerce and have 
as good a right to stand up here and petition for cheap transportation 
of their grain and supplies as the people of the Mississippi Valley have 
to come here and ask Congress for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River. 

The present House has by its legislation on the land question, by the 
passage of bills in the interest of labor and other important measures, 
made a magnificent record in favorof the labor interests of the country. 
Now let them pass this crowning act to distribute $15,000,000 in the 
interests of cheap transportation throughout the whole country, giving 
work to thousands of unemployed men. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I now yield the remainder of the time to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it has been said on the 
other side in the course of this debate that the Hennepin Canal has no 
business on this bill. It need only be said in reply that it is in this 
bill, and under the rulesof the House. I want to say beyond that that 
the people I represent are interested vitally in cheap transportation. 
They have little or no interest in this bill outside of that single ques- 
tion; and they are not going to pause to know about rules of order. 

We havea bill here involving the question of transportation by water, 
and if this great improvement is thrown out here, if only certain methods 
of are to be recognized, we must accept that gauntlet, 
and be governed by the challenge. For one, I am willing with its many 
imperfections to stand by this bill. But if we are to be stripped of this 
great avenue by which to transport the commerce of the country, if the 
farmers of the State of Iowa are to be cut off from this avenue, I for 
one, sir, shall not feel that I am justified in giving an affirmative vote 
for it. If I did I could not meet my people and justify that action. 
— are imperfections, as all know, many imperfections in the bill; 

perfections enough to stagger any man who approaches it with an 
affirmative vote. I understand the difficulties that lie in the way of 
getting up such a great bill as this. But here is a proposition familiar 
to all, aaceaieen familiar to the country, one that the great North- 
West and I warn you all, who are friends of the commerce of 
the country, friends of the river and harbor bill, that they do not strike 
down this amendment, opening up as it does such great advantages to 
those whose industries depend upon getting cheaply to a market for 


i. Rn. The time for debate has expired. 
some memorials from of Labor in regard to this canal question 
and have them printed in the Recorp. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 











I would like to ask unanimous consent to offer | 
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Several members demanded the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 
The SPEAKER. 


The regular order is demanded. 
But there are requests to print. 
They are requests for unanimous consent, and the 


regular order cuts off all such demands. 
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I ask unanimous consent to print some matters in 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compensation 
of a district judge for the southern district of Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district or 


Wisconsin. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. 
committee of conference. 
Mr. RANDALL. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question is on agreeing to the report of the 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 134, not 


voting 86; as follows: 


YEAS—102. 


Baker, Fuller, 
Barry, Funston, 
Bayne, Gay, 
Blanchard, Gibson, C. Tj 
Brady, Gilfillan, 


Breckinridge, C. R. Goff, 
Brown, W. W. Guenther, 
Brumm, Hall, 
Caldwell, 
Carleton, 


Henderson, T. J. 
Catchings, 


Hermann, 


Compton, Hitt, 
Conger, Ilolmes, 
Crain, Hopkins, 
Culberson, Hudd, 
Davis, Irion, 
Dibble, Jackson, 
Dougherty, Johnson, F. A, 
Dunn, Jones, J.T. 
Ely, Kleiner, 
Farquhar, Lawler, 
Felton, Libbey, 
Fleeger, Lindsley, 
Foran, Louttit, 
Forney, Markham, 
Frederick, Martin, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Maybury, 
McKenna, 
McRae, 
Moffatt, 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Neal, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Norwood, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Owen, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Pettibone, 
Pirce, 
Plumb, 
Price, 
Riggs, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Sayers, 
Sessions, 
Skinner, 
Smalls, 


NAYS—134, 


Adams, J. J. 
Allen, J. M. 
Anderson, J. A. 


Daniel, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, A.C. 


Atkinson, Dingley, 
Ballentine, Dockery, 
Barnes, Dorsey, 
Belmont, Dowdney, 
Bennett, Eden, 
Bland, Eldredge, 
Bliss, Elisberry, 
Blount, Evans, 
Bound, Everhart, 
Boutelle, Ford, 
Boyle, Geddes, 


Breckinridge, WCP.Glass, 
Browne, T. M, Glover, 


Brown, C. E. Grout, 
Buck, Halsell, 
Bunnell, Harmer, 
Burnes, Harris, 
Butterworth, Hatch, 
Bynum, Hayden, 
Campbell, Felix Heard, 


Campbell, J. M. 
Campbell, J. E. 
Clements, 


Hemphill, 
Henderson, J. 8. 
Hepburn, 


Cobb, Herbert, 
Collins, Hewitt, 
Cooper, Hiestand, 
Cowles, Ilires, 
Cox, Hiscock, 
Crisp, Holman, 
Croxton, liutton, 
Curtin, James, 


Johnston, T. D. 
Jones, J. 1, 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
Laffoon, 
Ta Follette, 
Laird, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Lehlbach, 
Little, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
Mahoney, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
Merriman, 
Millard, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Muller, 

O’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Charles 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Parker, 
Perkins, 


NOT VOTING—Sé 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 

Allen, C. H. 
Anderson, C. M. 


Comstock, 
Cutcheon, 
I Javen port. 


Arnot, Dawson, 
Barbour, Dunham, 
Barksdale, Ermentrout, 
Beach, Findlay, 
Bingham, Fisher, 
Bragg, Gallinger, 
Buchanan, Gibson, Eustace 
Burleigh, Green, R.S. 
Burrows, Green, W. J. 
Cabell, Grosvenor, 
Campbell, T. J. Hale, 
Candler, Hammond, 
Cannon, Hanback, 
Caswell, Haynes, 
Clardy, Henley, 


Davidson, R. H. M. 


Hill, 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Johnston, J.T. 
King, 
Landes, 
Long, 
McKinley, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Morrow, 
Negley, 
Oates, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Hara, 
Phelps, 
Ranney, 
Reed, T. B. 
Reese, 


Snyder, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin, 
Stone, E. F. 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Swinburne, 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Zach, 
Vau Eaton, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, J. H. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, J.B. 
Weber, 
Wheeler, 
White, A.C, 
Wise, 
Wolford, 
Worthington, 


Perry, 
Peters, 
Pidcock, 
Pindar, 
Randall, 
Keayan, 
Reid, J. W. 
Rice, 
Richardson, 
Rock weil, 
Ryan, 

Scott, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Singleton, 
Sowden, 
Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Swope, 
Taulbee, 
‘Townshend, 
Trigg, 
Tucker, 
Viele, 

Wait, 
Warner, A. J. 
Weaver, A. J. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, 
Woodburn, 


Robertson, 
Rogers, 

Sadler, 

Sawy er, 

Shaw, 

Spriggs, 
Springer, 
StahInecker, 
Steele, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, 1. H. 
Taylor, J.M 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thomas, 0. B. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 


Pm ms 
= ane 


Ee ian 


7830 


Tillman, Wade, Wellborn, Winans. 
Turner, Wadsworth, West, 
Van Schaick, Ward, T. B. White, Milo 

So the report was not agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iask unanimons consent to dispense with the ftad- 
ing of the names. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object. 

Mr. TUCKER. I desire to say I have been paired on most questions 
with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont. On this question he has voted as I 
vote to-day. He voted against the canal provision the other day, and 
I voted the same way. I therefore have felt at liberty to vote on this 
proposition. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. TURNER with Mr. Dorsey. 

Mr. HALE with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. BurnLeieH. If present, Mr. 
BURLEIGH would vote for and Mr. GREEN against the river and har- 
bor bill. 

Mr. HENLUY with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. CoMsTocK with Mr. Burrows. 

Mr. McKin Ley with Mr. MILLs. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Wurre, of Minnesota. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. HAYNEs. 

Mr. Joun M. TAY Lor with Mr. Ike H. TAYLOR. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. WINANS with Mr. CuTCHEON. 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. Reese with Mr. ADAmMs, of Illinois. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. RoGers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. RoBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. Hit. with Mr. Hovux. 

Mr. SADLER with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 

Mr. TuckER with Mr, Stewart, of Vermont. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. Brace with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. Arnot with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. OaTEs with Mr. CLARDY, on the conference report on the river 
and harbor bill; Mr. OATEs would vote against it, Mr. CLARDY for it. 

Mr. Reep, of Maine, with Mr. GRosvENoR, on the river and harbor 
bill. If present, Mr. GRosvENOR would vote for and Mr. REED against 
the bill. 

Mr. Grason, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, on 
the river and harbor bill. 

Yor this day: 

Mr. Kine with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr, THOoMPsON. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. Lona, on this vote. 

Mr, NEGLEY. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to vote in 
the affirmative. I was in my committee-room and left word that I 
should be notified when the roll was called, but by some oversight this 
was not attended to. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the Chair can not entertain a re- 
quest for unanimous consent under those circumstances. But the gen- 
tleman has stated which way he would have voted had he been present. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iam paired with Mr. THompson, of Ohio, but as 
I understand only on political questions. I have voted on this meas- 
ure, not regarding it as a political measure. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must decide that matter for him- 
self. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I understand the gentleman from Ohio would 
have voted as I have done. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House insist upon its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments and ask for a farther conference, and upon 
that [ demand the previous question. 

‘The previous question was ordered. The motion of Mr. WILLIS was 
then agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wil) announce the managers on the part 
of the House during the day. 


CONTINUING APPKOPRIATIONS, 


Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Speaker, I reporta privileved resolution from 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ask its prese.t consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution to continue the provisions of the joint resolution entitled “A joint 
resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government.” 
Resolved by the Senate and House esentatives, &c., That the provisions of 

the joint resolution entitled *‘ A joint resolution to continue the provisions of the 
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joint resolution approved July 1, 1886, entitled “‘A joint resolution to provide tem. 
porarily for the expenditures of the Government, approved July 15, 1836,’ },, 
and the same are hereby, extended and continued in full force and effect to » 
including the 10th of August, 1886, 


Mr. HISCOCK. I object. 

ALIEN LANDHOLDERS IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged rep 
from the Committee on Public Lands. I report back the bill (H, | 
3280) to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to Amer- 
ican citizens, &c., and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That no non-resident alien or foreigner, nor any resident 
alien or foreigner who has not declared his intention to become a citizen of ;}, 
United States, nor any corporation or association where, at most, one-tenth of it, 
stock or right of property is owned or controlled by aliens or foreigners, s})q) 
acquire or own, hold,or possess, by right. title,or descent accruing herea(te; 
any real estate in any of the Territories of the United States: Provided, That ()¢ 
provisions of this act shall not apply to the real estate necessary for 1); 
struction and operation of any railroad. 


Mr. PAYSON. The report of the committee which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk is a unanimous one, and I ask that it be read in suy por 
of the bill. 


The report was read, as follows: 


Mr. Paysoyx, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted the follow 
report (to accompany H. R. 3280) : 

The bill is as follows: 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States 
America in Congress , That no non-resident alien or foreigner, nor any 
resident alien or foreigner who has not declared his intention to become a c:t/- 
zen of the United States, nor any corporation nor association where, at mos: 
one-tenth of its stock or right of property is owned or controlled by aliens 
foreigners, shall acquire or own, hold, or ss, by right, title, or descent ac. 
cruing hereafter, any real estate in any of the Territories of the United States 
Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the real esiate neo. 
essary for the construction and operation of any railroad. 

It has for its basis the proposition that American soil shall be owned by Amer 
cans, so far as Congress can control it. 

The Committee on the Public Lands in this Congress, as well as in the Jas 
is thoroughly committed to the policy of so adjusting and administering our 
public-land system that the cultural lands of the nation shall be parted 
tvith, without cost, to be held in small tracts by actual settlers only, for the pur- 
pose of cultivation by the owner, securing thereby the thrift of the citizen ani 
economy in his management which ownership always stimulates. 

This policy, we submit, should become the national one. 

The ence of so many thousands of our people in the securing of homes 
on our vast area of public lands has been so successful, that the desire for own- 
ership of a home capable Ff pectadegstapes for the family is more universal 
here than in any country in the world. 

It was the prevalent idea when the homestead law was passed—one of the 
most beneficent acts everadopted by Congress—that it was the duty of the Gov- 
ernmentto furnish to its gecet cheap homes; to aid the actual settler whose 
labor would make the land fruitful and productive, giving added wealth to the 
locality, and stability and to the country; and it had the great, mag- 
nificent possession, the public m of that time, which under proper man- 
agement would have afforded such grand results for generations to come. 

But different counsels prevailed and a different course was followed. Areas 
of land sufficiently Jarge to make great States were donated with a reckless |:)- 
erality,indeed prodigality, to railroad and other corporations, and by a lax, 
easy adm of injudicious laws men of wealth and companies have been 
improperly, ill ly permitted to acquire other great areas of the public lands, 
until now, out of the vast empire of territory we had at its beginning, this zen- 
eration has seen itso reduced that less than 5,000,000 acres of arable, agricultura! 
land— which crops can be rsised without ion—remain for the settler 
under general laws of the United States, and about 50,000,000 acres only of 
lands susceptible of improvement by irrigation. 

These lands are becoming more and more valuable, year by year; and tempted 
by the poamnion, sure to be realized, of immense profits, as well as the absolute 
security of the investment, these lands, by devious methods in many cases, have 
been secured in great areasand holdings italistsand corporations, foreign 
as well as domestic. In the hands of many ofthese foreign owners and holders 
these lands are made subject to a system of landlordism and conditions tota\y 
un-American, and kindred to that existing in the Old World, systems and con- 
ditions that have ruin and misery wherever they have existed in Europe. 
Besides this, out of the heritage of the American people, the common property 
of the nation, its public lands, we are at present permitting the coining of im- 
mense private fortunes in the hands of foreign nee noe gentry at the ex- 
pense of our own , and giving these foreigners the contro! of the homes 
on of thousands of citizens, or those who have come here to identuly 

ves with us. : 

The extent of this foreign holding of lands here is illustrated by the follows 

list and amounts in acres,not complete by any means, but illustrative o! 
situation: 
An English syndicate, No. 8,own in Tex0s......0.ccccsssseresveseerseresceeeee 3, 000,00 
The Holland Company, New Mexico..................0+- , ve 4,500,000 
Sir Edward Reid and a syndicate in Florida.......... ae 2,000, 0% 
English syndicate in i 800, 4 
Marquis of Tweeddale......... Picbcdencsiabicdithc asain eennkistatieseceeess 1, TH, OF 
Phillips, Marshall & Co., London............. oy 
ane cere errno eet + on 
Duke of 425, 00 
British Land Company a pend 
William Whalley, M. P., Peterborough, England a am 
Missouri Land Company, Edinburgh, Scotland...............000---0ce 2 
Robert of os ie apiihaeen — wn 
Dundee Land Company, Scotland 2 247.0 


Lord Houghton, in Florida 


Sennen Cowen es Comet ee ee eR EEEe ES se eeREEE ESET EETEE eee 


Lord Dunraven, in Colorado. ........scsccsssssrsesesesnesnenensneersnee 60, 000 
Cand Cuneeny in Florida 


60, 000 
eee eeee Pee Cee ERE TEE ETO R ee ee ? 


English Land Company in Arkansas.................«eee++ 50, 000 
ire, Engian 


De 


1, 
1, 
Seeeseetilibeinenecenes ccs}, 
1, 


Aon eee ence eer ee eee eee en eens eeenes es Seneeeeee es enees concen seererrr® 
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is list could be greatly enlarged. Only the more important casesare given. 
Cave of like cinancler pn very numerous, but small in area, aggregating over 
30,000,000 acres. . 

The passage is bill readily suggest themselves; but a 
aden the peanet” comenet and printed inthe Recorp so clearly 
expresses the views of your committee that we insert the substance of it. 

The memorial relates that the rapid absorption of the public domain by non- 
resident aliens furnishes occasion for much anxiety to the people. A few years 
ago the citizens had little difficulty in acquiring desirable land for actual settle- 
ment, and there were homes for multitudes besides, but within a recent period 
the conditions have changed. Large portions of the public land have been ac- 
quired by non-resident aliens, as individuals or in syndicates, and nearly all of 
what remains is either arid or difficult of access, 

The remainder of the public lands should be preserved from the encroach- 
ment of aliens whose birth and educatior create and foster sentiments inim- 
jeal tothe country from which they are attempting to derive wealth to maintain 
an aristocratic splendor in their own country. It may happen that the nation 
which failed to conquer us with its arms may yet prevail with its treasure. 
The history of our own and of all countries has shown most emphatically that 
the public domain whose title is vested in and held by the Government is a 
God-given property of the people. It can not be alienated either by loss or 
misappropriation, whether by the sword or money of aliens, except at imminent 

ril to the life of the nation. Our land in its entirety is a sacred heritage, and 
it ought to be as a sacred trust transmitted in its entirety to posterity with the 
same unfailing care with which we hand down the record of the glories of the 
fathers of the Republic. The public lands have not been regarded as a source 
of revenue to the Government. 

The policy of — oe | the public domain as a trust to be held by the central 
power for the benefit of actual settlers, who, by making homes on these lands, 
would develop deserted tracts into populous and fertile States, is, we think, an 
enlightened policy which accords with the sentiments of national life,and tends 
to avert from the people of our country that economic bondage in which the 
masses of other countries seem to be hopelessly involved. The land if properly 
disposed of to actual settlers would be peopled by a hardy race of settlers,who 
in peace would be producers or consumers, and in war defenders of our coun- 
try, and is not put to a good purpose when relegated to alien owners for cattle 
ranges of non-residents. The evil of large landho!ding is unquestionably great 
when the landholder is an American, but intensified when the proprictor is an 
alien. 

There is no question as to the power of Congress over the subject. 

England exercised it during all the years of her progress, and it has only been 
till very recent years that the right to hold real estate there has been granted to 
aliens, - 


The question as to how cheap homes for the poorcan best be secured will soon 
be upon us. 


At the present rate of disposition this generation will see the last acre of public 
land worth taking for a home by a farmer disposed of. 

This committee has devoted its best efforts and most earnest endeavors to 
perfect and present to the House for its consideration and action such measures 
as in its judgment would reclaim such lands as had been improvidently granted 
to corporations, and to which they are not entitled ; also, for the repeal of such 
laws as rendered possible the improper acquisition of great areas of land from 
the Government, and to preserve what it had and should reclaim of the public 
lands as a reservoir, to be drawn upon by the actual settler, without cost, in 
homesteads, in email allotments for actual cultivation, believing, as we do, that 
not only the fostering of the home sentiment and individual prosperity, would 
result, but, in addition, that there is no greater safeguard against public disorder, 

and riots than a generally distributed ownership of lands and homes. 
a 
we 


tumults, 
Such oa condition of affairs would be a guarantee in favor of law and 
order, therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Jonnson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 190) for the relief of certain employés and others of the 
twelfth United States light-house district. 

The also informed the House that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus in the Treas- 
ury on the publicdebt, with amendments, asked for a conference on the 
joint resolution and the amendments, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. ALLIsoN, Mr. ALDRICH, and Mr. Brcx. 


ALIEN OWNERSHIP OF LANDS. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Payson] to yield to me to offer an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I decline to yield. 

Mr. , Several gentlemen have expressed a desire that at the 
proper I should ask general leave for members who wish to print 
remarks upon this bill in the Recorp. If it is in order now, I make 


ee | 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection it will be so ordered. 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the report just read expresses the views 

of the Public Lands Committee with reference to this bill, and I shall 

not consume the time of the Hoase by discussing it. I therefore cali 


1G previous question upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 


Mr. ROWELL. Why not take up the bill that has passed the Sen- 
ate, which covers the ground, and more than is covered by this bill, and 
Pass it, so as to be certain of getting a bill that will become a law? 

Mr. PAYSON. Because the Senate bill is not as good a bill as this, 
and because it is before the Judiciary Committee and will probably 
never be reported. That is my answer. 

pom, Me Speaker, I demand the previous question upon ordering 
this to be engrosse¢ and read a third time. 
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Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, when may I havean opportunity of 


being heard in opposition to this bill? 
_The SPEAKER. Not at all, if the House orders the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Regular order. 

Mr. BENNETT. [ thought so, and that is the reason I made the 
inquiry. I would like to be heard a few minutes on this bill in order 
to enlighten the conscience of the House a little bit. Laughter. } 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman has leave to print, has 
he not? 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen who desire to print ‘s on this 


bill in the REcorD have leave to do so. 

Mr. McADOO. Regular order. 

Mr. BENNETT. Is there any way, Mr. Speaker, by 
heard in opposition to this bill now ? 

The SPEAKER. If the House refuses to order the p 
tion the bill will be open to debate. 

Mr. BENNETT. May I ask unanimous consent to be 
utes in opposition to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman can ask it. The gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] asks unanimous consent that he may 
be allowed to speak five minutes in opposition to the bill. [Cries of 
** Regular order !’’ ] 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the pre 
tion. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 87, noes 26. 

Mr. BENNETT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. PAYSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BENNETT. I desire to make a proposition to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] I want 
leave to imparl a moment. I will withdraw this point of no quorum 
if the gentleman will allow me to occupy ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. General leave to print has been given. 

Mr. BENNETT. Leave to print! That is discussion after the ques- 
tion is disposed of. I hoped to saysomething that might influence the 
action of the House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
Will there not be thirty minutes for debate after the prev 
is ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. There would be if no discussion had taken place; 
but before the previous question was demanded there was a discussion. 
Several papers were read, which were in the nature of debate. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker-—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ ] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded on all sides. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a request for unanimous consent. 
If this bill is strong enough to stand discussion I hope my friend from 
Illinois who is in charge of it will agree now that at least ten min- 
utes of the time which would be occupied in this roll-call be given to 
debate. ° 

Mr. PAYSON. So far as I am concerned, I would be perfectly will- 
ing to agree to that. I only demanded the previous question because 
there seemed to be a universal desire for it by gentlemen in all parts 
of the House. 

Many MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. 
of gentlemen. 

Mr. BENNETT. I have been thus importunate in my request to be 
heard because I reported from the Judiciary Committee a bill identi- 
cal in terms with this and reported it adversely. This bill will not 
bear scrutiny. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
183, nays 21, not voting 118; as follows: 


which I can be 


heard five min- 


vious ques- 


ious question 


Regular order! 
The regular order is insisted upon by a number 





YEAS—1383. 
Adams, J.J. Clements, Fuller, Hudd, 
Allen, J. M, Cobb, Funston, Hutton, 
Atkinson, Collins, Gay, Irion, 
Baker, Compton, Geddes, Jackson, 
Ballentine, Conger, Gibson, C, H. James, 
Barnes, Cooper, Glass, Johnson, F. A. 
Bayne, Cowles, Glover, Johnston, T. D. 
Belmont, Cox, Goff, Jones, J. H. 
Bland, Crisp, Green, W. J. Jones, J. T. 
Blount, Curtin, Grout, Kelley, 
Bound, Dargan, Guenther, Kleiner, 
Boyle, Davidson, A. C. Halsell, Laffoon, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Davis, Harmer, La Follette, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Dockery, Harris, Laird, 
Browne, T. M. Dorsey, Hatch Lanham, 
Brown, W. W. Dougherty, Heard, Lawler, 
Brumm, Dowdney, Hemphill, Lehibach, 
Buck, Dunn, Henderson, D. B. Lovering, 
Bunnell, Eden, Herbert, Lowry, 
Burnes, Eldredge, Hermann, Mahoney, 
Butterworth, Ely, Hewitt, Markham, 
3ynum, Evans, Hiestand, Matson, 
Cabell, Fleeger, Hires, Maybury, 
Caldwell, Foran, Hitt, McAdoo, 
Campbell, J. M. Ford, Holman, McComas, 
Campbell, J. E. Forney, Holmes, McCreary, 
Campbell, T. J. Frederick, Hopkins, MeMillin, 
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McRae, 
Merriman, 
Millard, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Murphy, 
Neal, 
Neece, 
Negley, 
Norwood, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Payson, 


Perkins, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Pindar, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Rice, 
Richardson, 
Riggs, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Seasions, 


Seymour, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 

Smalls, 

Suyder, 
Sowden, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stab'necker, 
Step! onson, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin 
Stone, E. P. 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Struble, 

Swope, 

Symes, 

Taulbee, 
Taylor, Zach. ° 


NAYS—21. 


Long, 
Louttit, 
Nelson, 
Reed, T. B. 
Rock well, 
Sawyer. 


NOT VOTING—1I18. 


Davidson, R. H, M. Libbey, 
Dawson, Lindsley, 
Dibble, Lore, 
Dingley, Lyman, 
Dunham, Martin, 
Elisberry, McKenna, 
Ermentrout, McKinley, 
Farquhar, Miller, 
Felton, Milliken, 
Findlay, Mills, 
Fisher, Mitchell, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, Eustace 
Green, R. 8. 
Grosvenor, 
Hale, 

Hall, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hayden, 
Haynes, 
Henley, 

Hill, 

Houk, 
Howard, 
Johnston, J. T. 
Ketcham, 
King, 

Landes, 

Le Fevre, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

Mr. NELSON. I object. A gentleman could not get ten minutes 


* speak in opposition to the bill, but a half hour has been occupied 
} y the roll-call. . 


The list of names having been read, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. GRosVENOR, until further notice. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, until further notice. 

Mr. Croxton with Mr. JounstTon, of Indiana, on this vote. 

Mr. DrsB_e with Mr. MILLIKEN, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BENNETT addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is now operating. 

Mr PAYSON. At the proper time I propose to yield to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT]. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time, there were—ayes 78, noes 7. 

Mr. NELSON. No quorum. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PAyson and Mr. NELSON were ap- 
pointed. 


Thomas, O. B. 
‘Townshend, 


Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 


Worthington. 


Barry, 
Bennett, 
Boutelte, 
Brown, ©. E. 
Daniel, 
Everhart, 


Gilfillan, 
Henderson, J. 8. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Hepburn, 
Hiscock, 

Little, 


Swinburne, 
Van Eaton, 
Whiting. 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 

Alien, C. H. 
Anderson, C. M. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Arnot, 
Barbour 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Blias, 

Brady, 

Bragg, 
Buchanan, 
Burleigh, 
Burrows, 
Campbell, Felix 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Comstock, 
Grain, 
Droxton, 
Galberson, 
Cutcheon, 

Is venport, 


Storm, 

Strait, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thom n, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
‘Tucker, 
Turner 

Van Schaick, 
Ww 


Moffatt, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Muller, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O’ Hara, 


Wheeler, 
White, Milo 


INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, while the House is divid- 
ing the Chair will appoint as managers of the conference ordered on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill known as the interstate- 
commerce bill Mr. REAGAN, Mr. Crisp, and Mr. WEAVER of Ne- 
braska, 


ALIEN OWNERSHIP OF LANDS, 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, Iam not opposed to the principle of 
the bill if the gentleman from Illinois will consent to reasonable de- 
bate and reasonable opportunity for amendments. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentlemaa from Illinois can not himself con- 
sent to amendments, because the House has ordered the previous ques- 
tion. It would require unanimous consent of the House to offeramend- 
ments, but the gentleman might make a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BLAND. Lihink we should have the “yeas and nays, which 
would settle it. 


Mr. PAYSON. We only lack a few votes of makingaquorum. We 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 31, 


only lack I believe 8 votes. 
satisfied. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 155, noes 10. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time: anq 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. PAYSON. In order to save time, Mr. Speaker, I have agreed 
with the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] to yield to 
him ten minutes for debate. I yield that time now. 

Mr. BENNETT. Isent forward an amendment which I wish to oft; 
to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It can be read, but it is not in order to offer amend- 
ments to the bill at this time. 

Mr. BENNETT. I will ask then unanimous consent of the House 
to accept it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the end of section 1: 

* Also provided that this act shall not prevent any alien or foreigner from tak. 


ing up by devise or descent any lands now owned by any alien or foreigner who 
has not declared his intention of becoming a citizen.”’ 


There is a quorum in the House, I an 


Mr. BENNETT. If in order I ask unanimous consent to offer that 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks unani- 
mous consent to offer that amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed; he has ten minutes, 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, John Randolph, of Roanoke, said 
many years ago in aspeech on the Army bill: ‘‘ That one of the dangers 
to the free institutions of this country was this, That the people would 
sacrifice somegreat principle of free government to temporary passion.” 
If this bill shall pass it will not only be a change of law, but it will be 
a change of front of a continent. 

On the 28th day of July, 1855, Caleb Cushing, Attorney-General of 
the United States, published this opinion—I read from the head-notes— 
the poverty of my time not allowing me to read from the body of the 
opinion [laughter and applause]: ‘‘ Under the land laws of the United 
States aliens are entitled to purchase the public lands, subject only, 
as to their tenure, to such limitations as particular States may enact, 
with this exception, however, that pre-emptions are secured to aliens 
who have declared their intentions to become naturalized according to 
law, and tocitizens whether native-born or naturalized, and none other.”’ 

This opinion of Mr. Cushing has controlled the Departments of this 
Government from that day until now. 

I will not try to recount the services of foreigners to this Government 
in war and in peace. 

Under the provisions of the common law aliens were not permitted 
to hold lands in England, except leasehold and qualified estates. 
Every single possible provision of the common law in that particular 
has been cut up by the root. 

In this connection I can not help but think upon this bill the Anglo- 
Saxon greed for land cutsagreatfigure. Every State in this Union ex- 
cept Vermont has a statute or a provision in its constitution enabling 
aliens to hold lands. The great State of Wisconsin has that provision 
in its fundamental law. 

By the statutes, thirty-third and thirty-fourth Victoria, ch«pter 14, 
section 2, in Great Britain, Scotland, and Ireland every disability in 
the matter of holding land has been removed, and aliens are absolutely 
free to take and hold the soil of those precious islands, and yet this 
great country, that has accepted the services of foreigners in war and 
in peace, this country that extends from “‘ sunrise around to sunrise,” 
is afraid of the presence of these people in the territories of the Gen- 
eral Government. There is nothing more splendid in the long annals 
of phariseeism. [Laughter.] 

Mark the bill: 


No non-resident alien or fore 


er, nor any resident alien or foreigner who 
has not declared his intention to 


e @ citizen of the United States, nor any 
corporation or association where, at most, one-tenth of itsstock or right of prop 
erty is owned or controlled by aliens or foreigners, shall acquire or own, hold, 
or possess, or descent accruing hereafter, any real estate in anyo! 


right, title, 
the Terri of the United 

Foreigners hold lands now in the Territories of the United States; 
they die, and those that come after them, in whom they live agul, 
can not hold them by descent. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. They can get naturalized. 

Mr. BENNETT. This country has not the constitutional power 
say, where a right of has attached, and the person in whom 
it is attached dies, that his children shall not take and hold the pr? 
erty; and in support of that I cite that great and massive name Jo!” 
Marshall, who was esteemed a very considerable man in his day. 

All change is now vulgarly called ‘‘reform.”” [Laughter and 2) 
plause.] ‘And progress means taking something from somebo:!y t's" 
does not belong to the taker.”” [Renewed laughter.] If this bill's‘ 
pass, this great body which is always just [laughter] ought to see to 
that an amendment which saves to le who have not violated 
the law and are not responsible for their birth the benefit of the Prop: 
erty which their ancestors earned by the sweat of their faces should 
be gn 9 in this bill. As for me, while I do not believe that the 
policy of this Government in the matter of its public domain has be" 
directed with sufficient regard to the natural increment of population, 
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et, sir, T eor}d not be brought to the support of this measure unless | ®"y alien or unnaturalized foreigner, or by any company, firm, or corporation 
_! 


ts execution should be postponed to a day so far ahead that all the 
world might take notice of its unseemly provisions and guard against 
its injustice. [Laughter and applause. | a 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ? 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to know whether I can make a motion to 
recommit the bill now, or must I wait until after the previous question 
* The SPEAKER. The previous question has been demanded, and 
pending that motion, or the previous question is ordered, the mo- 

i it is in order. 
eae NELSON. Then I move to recommit the bill to the Committee 
on the Public Lands with instructions to report it back immediately 
with the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1, add: 

“Provided, That this act shall not prevent any alien or foreigner from taking 


by devise or descent any lands now owned by any alien or foreigner who has 
not declared his intention of becoming a citizen.” 


Mr. HALL. I move to amend by adding the following additional 
section—— 

Mr. NELSON. 
accept it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then consider that the gentleman 
has modified his amendment? 

Mr. NELSON. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That no non-resident alien or foreigner who may now be seized or shali here- 
after become so seized of real estate in the Territories by descent or devise from 
such alien or foreigner who has not declared his intention to become a citizen 
of the United States shall hold any such real estate at law or in equity for a 
longer period that five years from the date of the of this act; and every 
suck title 80 held after the lapse of such period shall vest in the United States 
in trust for the use and behoo: 


If I understand the gentleman’s amendment I will 


f of such person or persons, their heirs or de- 
visees; said lands to be sold and aepasee of by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the proceeds paid to the beneficiaries under such regulation as may be 
prescribed by said Secretary. 

Mr. NELSON. ‘I was under a misapprehension as to the gentle- 
man’s amendment. I supposed it was simply to perfect mine, but I 
find it to be an entirely different matter. I can not accept that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has the right to offer it 
in his own right, the previous question not having been demanded on 
the motion to recommit with instructions. 

Mr. HALL. Then I offer it as an amendment. 

Mr. NELSON, He offers it, then, as an amendment to my amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to that; but I do not accept it. 

The SPEAKER. The first question then is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HALL] to the motion of the gentleman 

from Minnesota — NELSON. } 

Mr. HALL. I wish to explain the purpose of that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. HALL. I understand that. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’ ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Towa be permitted to explain his amendment. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. OATES. Is a substitute in order? 

TheSPEAKER. A substitute for the proposition of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is in order, the previous question not 
having been ordered. 

_ Mr. OATES. I offer then, as a substitute, to recommit the bill with 
instructions to substitute for the bill what I send to the desk. 

Mr. NELSON. I demand the previous question. 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota demands the pre- 
vious question on the motion to recommit and the amendments pending. 

Mr. McADOO, Is debate in order on the motion of the gentleman 
from Minnesota? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, even without the previous question or- 
dered on it; because it is made pending the demand for the previous 
question on the bill. The gentleman now demands the previous ques- 
tion on his the effect of which is to cut off further amendments. 

Mr. OATES. Is not the motion for the previous question made too 
late to exclude other amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. It does not exclude the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. OATES. My amendment has not yet been read. 

The SPEAKER. | It is pending. 

Mr. NELSON. I meant to incinde the substitute of the gentleman 

frm Alabares in my motion for the previous question. 





I 


It is included, because the gentleman from Ala- 
Was recognized and sent his substitute to the Clerk’s desk. The | 


interest thana leasehold for five yearsin any lands any- 
deeds States of America and their jurisdiction; and any 
or other conveyances of lands acquired after the approva: of this act by 


composed of such, shall be void. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The question is first on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HALL] to the motion of the gentleman from 
Minnesota. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the substitute proposed 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] for the motion of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. OATES. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 25 members voting there- 
for—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iask that the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama may be again read. 

The substitute was again read. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask that the original bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. That is not before the House on this question. 

Mr. HERBERT. I mean the bill for which this is a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. It is a substitute for the motion of the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute, the Speaker 
stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. OATES. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 73. 

Mr. OATES. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Alabama, Mr. OATEs, and the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. NELSON. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 30, noes 130. 

Mr. OATES (one of thetellers). Mr. Speaker, I desired an opportu- 
nity to discuss the instruction that I offered; but I see no opportunity, 
and I do not think I will reach any by insisting on the point of no quo- 
rum, and I therefore withdraw it. 

So (further count not being called for) thesubstitute was not agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask thatthe instruction I have offered be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1 add the following: 

“Provided, That this act shall not prevent any alien or foreigner from taking 
by devise or descent any lands now owned by any alien or foreigner who has 
not declared his intention of becoming a citizen.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Minnesota to recommit the bill with the instruction which has 
just been read. 

Mr. OATES. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 26, 
noes 102. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vete) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair appoints as conferees on the part of the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIs, the 
gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. BLANCHARD, and the gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr. HENDERSON. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I think under the circumstances the House 
will excuse me from further service on the conference committee. I 
understand also that is the position of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HENDERSON]. In fact, he told meso. I will ask that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois and myself be excused from service on the confer- 
ence committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks for himself 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] that they be ex- 
cused from service on the conference committee. If there be no ob- 
jection that request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as the conferees on the part of 
the House the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIs, the gentle- 
man from Missouri, Mr. GLOVER, and the gentleman from California, 
Mr. MARKHAM. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. CALDWELL, in accordance with leave heretofore given, sub- 
mitted the views of the minority of the Select Committee on the Elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President on the joint resolution (H. Kes. 
61) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
creating and defining the office of Second Vice-President of the United 
States, accompanied by asubstitute therefor; which were referred tothe 
House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, who also informed the House that the President had approved 
bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 1580) for the relief of Emily B. Baker; 

An act (H. R. 1802) for the relief of Moses B. Walker; 

An act (H. R. 2475) to amend an act approved May 25, 1882, entitled 
“An act for the construction of a public building at Galveston, Tex. ;’’ 


a 
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An act (H. R. 5705) granting a pension to Charles Wyant; 

An act (H. R. 5179) to prohibit the passage of local or special laws 
in the Territories of the United States to limit Territorial indebtedness, 
and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to John Ryan; 

An act (H. R. 6747) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas; 

An act (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tucker; question upon the passage of the bill. 

An act (H. R. 4335) making an appropriation to continue the con- Mr. EVERHART. Is it in order to move to recommi! the bill wit) 
struction of the public building at Clarksburg, W. Va., and changing | instructions? 
the limit of cost thereof; and The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The House has just voted upon a yp 

An act (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- | tion torecommit with instructions, and the rule provides that only one 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year | such motion shall be entertained. ; 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and there we: 
ayes 121, noes 9. 

Mr. NELSON. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. PAYSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 210, nays 6, not vot- 
ing 106; as follows: 


eM, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. Jonnston, of Indiana, until August 2. 

Mr. O’ FERRALL with Mr. Jounson, of New York, for the remainder; 
of this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on ordering the previous 


wate gee 


alae 


ALIEN OWNERSHIP OF LANDS. a 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 85, nays 127, not vot- 
ing 110; as follows: 

YEAS—55. 

Atkinson, Everhart, Long, 
Ballentine, Felton, Louttit, 
Barry, Fleeger, Lyman, Spooner, 
Bayne, Fuller, Matson, Stephenson, 
Bennett, Gay, McKenna, St. in, 
Bingham, Geddes, Millard, Stone, E.F. 
Blanchard, Gilfillan, Moffatt, Strait, 
Bound, Green, W.J. Negley, Struble, 
Boutelle, Grout, Nelson, Swinburne, 
Boyle, Guenther, Oates, Symes, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Hayden, O’ Neill, Charles Taulbee, 
Browne, T. M. Hemphill, O'Neill, J.J. Thomas, O. B. 
Brown, C. E. Henderson, J.8. Payne, 
Bunnell, Hiestand, Perkins, 
Campbell, J. E. Hiscock, Pirce, 


Skinner, 
Smalls, 


YEAS—210. 


Adams, J. J. Dowdney, La Follette, tyan, 
Allen, 5.M. Dunn, Laird, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Eden, Lanhar, Sayers, 
c Eldredge, Lawler, Scott, 
Ely, Lehlibach, Scranton, 
Evans, Lindsley, Sessions, 
Everhart, Louttit, Seymour, 
Farquhar, Lovering, Singleton, 
Belmont, Fleeger, Lyman, Skinner, 
Bingham, Foran, Mahoney, Smalls, 
Blanchard, Ford, Markham, Snyder, 
Cannon, Hudd, Biand, Forney, Martin, Sowden, 
Cowles, Jackson, od, T. 5. se Bliss, Frederick Matson, Springer. 
Croxton, Kelley, . Blount, Fuller, Maybury, Stahinecker, 
Daniel, La Follette, Bound, Funston McAdoo Stephenson 
Dunn. Laird, Boutelle, Geddes, ; M Stewart, Charles 
Eldredge, Lehlbach, McKenna, 
MeMillin, 


I cedivee 


ob Ste 


| ae 


m+ 


Ely, Little, Scott Boyie, St. Martin, 


Brady, Stone, E. F. 
NAYS—127 Breckinridge, C. R. McRae, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
: - " Breckinridge, WCP.Glover, Merriman, Strait, 

Dorsey, Kleiner, Browne, T. M. Green, W.J. Millard, Struble, 
Allen, J. M. Dougherty, Laffoon, Sayers, Moffatt Swinburne 
Barnes, Dowdney, Lanham, Scranton, Morgan Swope : 
Belmont, Eden, Lawler, Seney, Morrison. Symes. 
Bland, Farquhar, Lovering, Sessions, Muller, ney 
Bliss, Foran, Lowry, Seymour, , Taulbee. 
Blount, Ford, Mahoney, Singleton, Taylor Zach 
Breckinridge, C. R. Forney, Martin, Snyder, ; 
Brown, W. W. Frederick, Maybury, Sowden, 


Adams, J. J. 


Brown, C. E. Grout, 
Brown, W. W. Hall, 
Buck, Halsell, 
Harmer, 
arris. 


Bunnell, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Gobeil, “ ee. O.B, 

; Caldwe ‘ownshend 
Brumm, Funston, McAdoo, Springer, Campbell, Felix \ ‘ood Tri : 
Buck, Glass, McComas, Stahlnecker, Campbell, J.E. - Sesen, Van Eaton 
Butterworth, Hall, MeMillin, Stewart, Charles Campbell, J. M. O'Neill, J.J. , 
Bynum, Halsell, McRae, Stone, W.J., Ky. Campbell, T. J Osborne, — 
Cabell, Harmer, Morgan, Swope, Cannca. Outhwaite 
Caldwell, Harris, Morrison, Taylor, Zach, Carleton. Parker, — 
Campbell, Felix Hatch, Murphy, Townshend, Catchings. Payne * 
Campbell, J. M. Heard, Neal, Viele, Clements, ' 
Campbell, T. J. Henderson, D.B. Neece, Ward, J. H. Collins, 
Clements, Herbert, Norwood, Warner, A.J. Compton 
Cobb, Hermann, Osborne, Weaver, A.J. Conger . 
Collins, Hewitt, Outhwaite, Coo! - 
Compton, Hitt, Parker, 
Conger, oe Payson, 
Cooper, iolmes, iti 
Cox, Hopkins, Wilking 
Crisp, Hutton, : Willis, 
Culberson, rion, i " 
Cartin, James, n, James, : — 
Dargan, Johnston, T. D. ise Davis, Pn , : Wolford 
Davidson, A. C. Jones, J. H. Woodburn, 
Davis, Jones, J.T. Worthington. 
Dockery, Ketcham, 


NOT VOTING—110., 


Landes, 
Le Fevre, 
Ellsberry, Libbey, 
Anderson, C. M, Ermentrout, y; 
Anderson, J. A. Evans, 

Arnot, Findlay, » Sadler, 


Warner, A.J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A.J. 
Weaver, J.B. 


Adams, G. E. Dingley, 
Aiken, Dun i‘ 


Allen, ©. H. Spooner. 


Baker, Fisher. McCreary Aiken, Ermentrout, Libbey, Seney, 


Burbour, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Brady, 
Bragg, 
Buchanan, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Comstock, 
Crain, 
Cutcheon, 
Davenport 


Davidson, R. H. M. 


Dawson, 
Dibble, 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
names of members voting may be 


Gallinger, 
Gibson, ©. H. 
Gibson, Eustace 
Glover, 

Goff, 

Green, R. 8. 
Grosvenor, 
Hale, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 


Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 

I —_—- 

Hill, 


H 
Johnson, F. A. 
Johnston, J. T. 


King, 


, 
McKinley, 
Merriman, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 


with. 


I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 


Mr. NELSON objected, but withdrew his objection before the read- 
ing of the list was completed. 


eer 
Pp ’ 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Taylor, E.B. 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, 

Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Wellbornp, 
White, Milo 
Winans. 








‘fo. 


on, 
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On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent the reading 
of the names of members voting was dispensed with. ; 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I was on a conference committee and 
heard of the roll-call and hurried here to vote on this bill. Can I now, 
under the rule, ask unanimous consent to vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, but the gentleman may 
state how he would have voted. . 

Mr. McCOMAS. If I had been present I would have voted “ay. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Lore with Mr. Brum™, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Le FeEvRE with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. OWEN, for the rest of the day. > 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for the rest of the 


:) 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent to submit a resolution 
in regard to a session on next Monday night for the consideration of 
private bills. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by several gentlemen. 

EMILY C. STANNARD. 


Mr. LOVERING submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily 
C. Stannard having met, after full and free conference have been unable to 
agree. 


H. B. LOVERING, 

W. P. TAULBEE, 

E. N. MORRILL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


H, W. BLAIR, 
W. J. SEWELL, 
E. K. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. GROUT. I move that the House recede 
The SPEAKER. The first question is upon accepting the report 
just read, which will be done if there be no objection. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GROUT. I move that the House recede from its amendment. 
Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amendment ? 
The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 6 strike out “‘one hundred”’ and insert “fifty.” 
In line 7 strike out “ June 1, 1886,” and insert “the passage of thisact;"’ so 
that the bill will read: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to place on the pension-roll, ro to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Emily C. Stannard, widow of the late George J. Stan- 


nard, brevet major-general of volunteers, and to pay her a pension at the rate of 
$50 a month from and after the passage of this act. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Grout] that the House recede from its amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I propose in the fewest possible words 
to make elear the grounds on which the House is asked to recede from 
this amendment, which reduces the amount expressed in the Senate 
bill from $100 per month to $50 per month as the allowance for the 
widow of General Stannard. I want to say that it is not alone because 
of the distinguished services of this officer, though it must ever remain 
a proud passage in the history of our common country how at Gettys- 
burg, in the very nick of time, Stannard swung out the ‘‘Green Mount- 
ain boys’ upon the flank of Pickett’s division, changing front forward 
on the right in the midst of shot and shell, and thus getting home upon 
the flank of that advancing column. When close upon the flank of 
Pickett’s foree, Stannard’s men poured volley after volley straight into 
those brave fellows, who were pressing forward to break through our 
center. This continuous fire was more than the stoutest and best dis- 
ciplined troops could endure, and the column fell back in confusion, and 
the day was won. 

I say, however, it is not alone because of this historical achievement 
of that this pension of $100 per month, as proposed by the 
Senate, should be granted; yet so distinguished service should receive 
the attention of the House and be properly understood. _I desire to read 
from the report of the committee who favorably reported this bil! a 

of the account of this attack and repulse as given by Colonel 
the historian of the State of Vermont, who was him- 


ae 
The front of our regiments, where they o ned fire, was hardly a dozen rods 
fom the enemy's flank, and Whepaivensed while firing, so that that distance 
much lessened, At this short range the Thirteenth fired ten or fifteen 
whine and the Sixteenth half that number, into a mass of men on 
Theeens, bullet took cibebeed Goany doubtless found two or three victims. 
Tyee ect pon the rebel lines was instantaneous. Their progress ceased close 
the breastworks of the Second Corps. For a moment they crowded to- 
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affair, being at that time upon the staff of Gen- | 


; that on the rebel side, at least, and corroborative evidence is not wanting on our 
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gether in bewilderment, falling like wheat before the reaper; then breaking 


into a disorderly mob they fled in all directions. The larger portion, on their 
right and center, dropped their arms and rushed within our lines as prisoners. 
On their left, where Pettigrew’s division had made a less resolute advance, the 
larger portion retreated whence they came. “heir dead and wounded and 
small arms by thousands strewed the ground over which they charged. 

But the work on the left center was not yetended. The rebel brigade, which 
formed the supportto Pickett’s division on the right, w i 























ght, was now advancing across 
the open fields. It did not follew the flank movement which had proved so 
disastrous tothe main column, but marched straight forward, directing its course 
upon the position of the Fourteenth Regiment. The Fourt re red it 
with a hot fire in front, while the Sixteenth (which had been already faced abcut 
by Colonel Veazey and started back in anticipation of the order) was ordered 
back totake them on the flank. The Thirteenth was at the same t directed 
to take itsformer position. The enemy's batteries, which had ceased their fire, 
now reopened with redoubled fury,and shot and shell tore thickly th rh the 
ranks of our regiments as these orders were obeyed rhey sustained it with- 
out being thrown into disorder, some of the rebel accounts to the contrary not- 


withstanding. 

The Thirteenth resumed its place in the line in good order, while the Sixteenth, 
marching by flank, hurried back at double quick across the open field, losing 
many men killed or wounded, but keeping its formation as perfectly as if march- 
ing on parade. Soon changing front to the left, the regiment formed in line of 
battle, facing obliquely the left flank of the rebel force, now brought nearly to 
a halt by the front fire. At Colonel Veazey’s request, preferred in person to 
General Stannard, he was now given permission to charge. The regiment fell 
upon the enemy’s flank, cheering, with bayonets ata charge, and without firing 
ashot. The movement was so sudden that the rebel commander could effect 
no change of front to meet it, and the Sixteenth swept down the line of three 
regiments, taking their colors and scooping them into a body in our lines. 
The prisoners were for the most part passed over to the troopsin our rear at 
once, and the exact number taken by the Vermont troops is not known. 

Of the rebels engaged in the great charge, three thousand five hundred were 
left in our hands asprisoners. Nearly as many more were killed and wounded. 
The remainder in scattered squads retreated beyond the low ridge and were 
lost to our view. The colors taken by the Sixteenth were those of the Eighth 
Virginia, the battle flag of another regiment, which was lost by the fall of the 
man who took it and was brought in by other parties, and the colors of the Sec- 
ond Florida,a beautiful silk flag bearing a rising sun with the inscriptions, 
“ Williamsburg,” and ‘“‘Seven Pines.”’ The Sixteenth occupied for a whilea 
position on the left, taken by them after the charge, under the final cannonade 
of the enemy which they opened on friend and foe alike, and was supported for 
a short time there by four companies of the Fourteenth under Lieutenant-Col- 
onel Rose. The regiments were then all brought back to the original line and 
remained there till 10 o’clock in the evening, when they were withdrawn a 
short distance to the rear and allowed to bivouac for the night. 


I desire also to read some extracts from Richmond papers published 
within a few days after the battle of Gettysburg, and which will be 
accepted as good authority, giving an account of this movement. The 
Richmond Sentinel of July 13, 1863, speaking of Pickett’s charge, con- 
tained the following passage: 

The order— 
To advance— 


was given at 3 p. m., and the advance was commenced, the infantry march- 
ing at common time across the field,and not firing a musket until within 75 
yards of the enemy’s works. As Kemper’s brigade moved up it swung around 
to the left and was exposed to the front and flanking fire of the Federals, which 
was very fatal. This swinging around unmasked a part of the enemy’s force, 
five regiments being pushed out from their left to the attack. 

Directly after this force was unmasked ourartillery opened on it with terrible 
precision.”’ 
* * * ~ a * * 

Soon confederate flags were planted on the stone fence, but there not being 
enough men to support them, they were captured by the advancing Yankee 
force,and nearly all of our severely wounded were left in the hands of the 
enemy. 

The First Virginia carried in one hundred and seventy-five men, about 
twenty-five having been detailed forambulance and other duty. They brought 
out between thirty and forty, many even of them being wounded. There was 
but one officer of the regiment who was not killed or wounded. and that was 
Lieutenant Ballou, who now commands it. 

Another account in the same paper is derived from a surviving ofli- 
cer of the First Virginia. He says: 

When the firing of cannon ceased the order for the infantry to advance was 
given, which was done at common time—no double-quicking or cheering, but 
solemnly and steadily those veterans directed their steps toward the heavy and 
compact columns of the enemy. The skirmishers were at once engaged, the 
enemy having a double line of skirmishers to oppose our single line. The en- 
emy were driven from their position behind a stone fence, over which intrench- 
ments had been thrown up, and our forces occupied their position about twenty 
minutes. About this time a flanking party of the enemy, marching ina column 
by regiments, was thrown out from the enemy’s left on our extreme right, 
which was held by Kemper’s brigade, and by an enfilading fire forced the re- 
tirement of our troops. 


That was Stannard’s force. 


With their repulse the heavy fighting of the day terminated. Our loss here 
was heavy, and our forces, after the most desperate fighting, were forced to fall 
back beyond the range of fire. 

The correspondent of the Richmond Inquirer, ina vivid account of the charge, 
after stating that Pettigrew’s division, on the left, first broke, adds: 

** Pickett is left alone to contend with the hordes of the enemy pouring in on 
him on every side. Garnett falls, killed by a minie ball, and Kemper, the brave 
and chivalrous, reels under a mortal wound, and is taken tothe rear. Now the 
enemy move around strong flanking bodies of infantry,and are rapidly gain- 
ing Pickett’s rear. The enemy press heavily our retreating line,and many 
noble spirits who had passed safely through the advance and charge now fall 
on right and left. Armistead is wounded and left in the enemy’s hands, The 
shattered remnant of Wright’s Georgia brigade is moved forward to cover their 
retreat, and the fight closes here.”’ 

Similar extracts might be multiplied, but those given are sufficient to show 


own. 

In Major-General Doubleday’s testimony before the Congressional Committee 
on the Conduct of the War he says,after describing the flank attack: ‘‘The 
prisoners stated that what ruined them was Stannard’s brigade on their flank, 
as they found it impossible to contend with it in that position,and they drew 
off, all in a huddle, to get away from it.” 

Bachelder says: “Stannard, whose brigade was at the front,n »ved it by the 
right flank, changed front forward on first company, and with his Green Mount- 


7836, 


ain Boys opened a murderous fire upon their (the ~~ exposed flank. The 
effect was resistless, The ground lay thickly covered with killed and wounded; 
hundreds, thousands threw down their arms; while the broken, shattered mass 
sought refuge behind the hills from whid: they had emerged.” 

I said it was not alone on account of Stannard’s bravery and soldier- 
ship displayed at Gettysburg, though they are worthy of very great 
consideration, that this unusual sum is asked. The distinguishing 
ground upon which the Senate fixed this pension at $100 a month, in- 
stead of $50, the sum generally allowed the widows of general officers, 
is based upon the condition of General Stannard’s widow, who is a 
confirmed invalid, unable to raise her hand to her head, and who re- 
quires the constant care of another person and more or less medical 
care, while there is an invalid daughter, unmarried, who is also a 
member of the family. 

Another daughter, also unmarried, remains in the family to care for 
her mother and sister as far as she can. There are then three persons 
to provide for, and it will be seen that an allowance of $50 a month 
would be entirely insufficient for that purpose, insufficient to feed and 
clothe and house the persons and pay forthe medical attendance of two 
invalids. If an allowance of only $50a month be made, the support of 
these three persons will, I fear, have to be provided for to some extent 
out of the contributions by the soldiers of Vermont, who would not see 
the family of the hero of Gettysburg in want or in the poor-house. 

General Stannard was wounded on the field at Gettysburg by the 
side of General Hancock near the time the latter was wounded; and 
he was wounded five times afterward, losing his arm at Chapin’s farm. 
General Hancock’s widow was voted a lump sum of $2,000 a year, and 
with no evidence brought to the attention of the House that Mrs. Han- 
cock is not a person in the full possession of her physical faculties and 
in every respect in good health. Therefore, I say, guided by this prec- 
edent, it is not asking too much for us to ask the sum provided in the 
Senate bill. 

Now, one word as to the action of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, which I do not wish to be understood as in any way criticising. 
In accordance with the rule they have adopted of only allowing $50 to 
the widows of general officers, the amount in the Senate bill has been 
reduced to that figure. 

It seems this rule was a necessary and wholesome one forthem. They 
reported this amendment to the House, which was agreed to, and now 
refuse to recede from their position. This is an exceptional case in every 
way, and I do not believe the members of that committee and of this 
House, touched as you all must be with generous sympathy for this hero 
and for his invalid family, fail to recognize this as a case where you may 
weli cease to longer insist upon that rule, but that on the facts as above 
stated a different rule may properly be adopted by the House and this 
larger sum be granted this poor woman, who will not be likely to long 
remain to need it. , 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I began my service in the House in 
the Forty-seventh Congress. I was appointed a member of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions at the same time General Stannard was ap- 
pointed upon the soldier’s roll of this House. He wasa messenger of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and continued to be from that time 
to his death. So I became well acquainted with him and admired and 
loved him because he was a modest hero. He was one of the heroes 
of the late war. I would as soon doa favor for his widow as I would 
for my own mother. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this is not a question of favoritism. It is a ques- 
tion to make a law that is to be used hereafter as a precedent. The 
danger is if we raise these pensions to $100 a month for the widows of 
these soldiers there will nct be money enough left to go round, and the 
difficulty will be that while some will get large pensions others will 
get none at all. 

Mr. GROUT. Will you not admit there is ground for distinguish- 
ing between the widow and daughter of an officer who are confirmed 
invalids and absolutely dependent? 

Mr. MATSON. Iam not prepared to admit that by any means. 
The widow of a soldier is pensioned only because of the death of her 
husband and not because of her own disability. There isno principle 
upon which this House can enter on that sort of a proposition, that is, 
to pension the widows of soldiers because of the disability of the wid- 
ows. 

Mr. GROUT. On what 
cock get $2,000 a year? 

Mr. MATSON. She was given a pension of $2,000 a year because of 
the eminent and distinguished services of her husband, and because of 
his national reputation more than anything else. It wasa matter of 
favoritism. It was a pension which ought not to have been granted, 
and one I did not vote for and had nothing todo with. Nor will I 
vote for this pension, although I would rather vote for it than for the 
pension to General Hancock’s widow. But I say this House can not 
afford to establish such a precedent. 

After all is said in behalf of these gallant men and their stricken 
widows it is a matter of favoritism, a matter of pure favoritism, on the 
part of the House to give one widow $100 a month and to give another 
amuch smalleramount. The House has tolerated the practice of giving 
$50 a month to the widows of general officers. It has been done in 
many cases. That is what should be given to the widow of General 


principle does the widow of General Han- 
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Stannard, under the circumstances of the case, because she needs jj 
If she did not need it she ought to have no more than the general |, 
gives to the widows of officers of this rank. I have no doubt, for [ ro. 
member well to have heard General Stannard during his lifetime spea\ 
of the fact, that his wife was an invalid and had been upon her bed {o; 
years unable to leave it. I know that as well as I know any fact of 
which I have no personal knowledge. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish if I can to impress upon the House the jm. 
portance of this legislation. Some gentlemen will say this isa case that 
ought to be passed and that it would afford no precedent for another case 
that is not precisely like it in all respects. In response I say that js 
nota true statement of the facts. It will be used fora precedent in tho 
case of every other general officer whose widow applies for a pension or 
for an increase of pension, because they all could show more or less of 
gallantry in the discharge of their duties while in the service. Therp. 
fore if a hundred dollars a month is given to this widow it will not je 
long before it will be urged that the widows of all general officers who 
are now receiving $50 a month should be increased to $100 a month. 
and on the same ground. 

General Stannard had a pension during his lifetime of $48 per month. 
That pension was increased from $30 to $48 by an act of Congress, thie 
application being made at my suggestion. That increase, in my opin- 
ion, was rightly given, because he had lost his arm above the elbow, 
for which he received a pension of $30a month, and he had five wounds. 
I believe in one leg, besides two or three others; I think eight wounds 
in all. 1 insisted that he should make a personal application to Con- 
gress, because under the law he could get but $30. My friend from 
Alabama [Mr. Oates] I think joined in that request. I remember 
well he had something to do with it, because he admired General stan- 
nard. But he could only get for himself $48 a month daring his life. 
time, and yet it is proposed here to give his widow $100 a month. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not true that under this bill, if it passes, the 
widow of General Stannard gets more than he got during his lifetime? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir; under this bill she would get $2 per month 
more than General Stannard was able to get while alive. 

Mr.GROUT. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. MATSON, Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. AsI said, until General Stannard was appointed on 
the soldiers’ roll of this House in the Forty-seventh Congress, owing to 
his infirm health and the invalid condition of his wife they were helped 
by the soldiers of the State. After he got this position, that, with his 
pension combined, was sufficient to give them the means of living. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not believe that General Stannard was everan 
object of public charity. 

Mr. GROUT. Not of public charity; but I can tell the gentleman 
that the soldiers of the State of Vermont contributed to the support of 
General Stannard and his family by providing them a home previous 
to his appointment here. 

Mr. MATSON. — That is not to his discredit. 

Mr. GROUT. Not at all to his discredit; I am merely stating that 


fact. 

Mr. MATSON. The truth of the matter is that General Stannard 
had no business capacity to acquire for his family a subsistence during 
his lifetime, although he was a most worthy and excellent man. 

Mr. GROUT. No; but his health was broken, and he was unable 
to do anything for his family. 

Mr. MATSON. Daring the latter part of his life he was in very 
poor health. 

But I insist, Mr. Speaker, that if the House recedes in this case and 
gives to this widow a pension of a hundred dollars a month it will bes 
precedent to return here and plague Congress for all time to come. 1! 
ought not to be done, for it is a clear and plain distinction. [Creo 
“Vote!”? ““Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentlema 
from Vermont that the House recede from its amendment to the Sena 
bill. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were ayes °°. 

Before the negative vote was announced, 

Mr. GROUT said: No further count is required; we yield the pout 
I now move, if in order, that the conferees be instructed toagree 009”? 
a month. “fCries of “No!” “‘No!?’’] 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is that binding on the conferees ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is, but not upon the Hout 
The conferees may bring back a proposition, especially when one 0! 
conferees asks for this action. ae 

The gentleman moves to instruct the next conference, when appo!0'™ 
to modify the amendment so as to make the sum $75 4 mont! — 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 07, °° 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. STRUBLE. Is this question disposed of? ; 
Mr. MATSON. I move the House insist and request 4 farthe? 


conference. 
There was no objection, and the order was made. 
The SPEAKER ted as the conferees Mr. 
TAULBEE, and Mr. MORRILL. 


Lovenin«, Il. 











1an 
t of 
ous 
that 


nard 


ring 
able 


very 














1886. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. MorR!11 is out of the city. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman from 
Kansas has left the city, and will appoint the gentleman from Lowa, 
Mr. CoNGER. sd 

. FORNEY was re ized. 

ME MORRISON. ia the gentleman to yield to me for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. FORNEY. Certainly. 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


On motion of Mr. MORRISON, by unanimous consent the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 126) providing for the payment of the surplus in the 
Treasury on the public debt, with Senate amendment, was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, the Senate amendment non-concurred in, and a 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes thereon. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not call for a separate vote on that question, 
because the House decided it very fully when the resolution was passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the managers on the part 
of the House hereafter. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 190) for the relief of certain employés and others of 
the Twelfth United States light-house district. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreeed to the following resolu- 
tions of the House of Representatives with amendments, requested a 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on said resolutions and amendments, and in each case had appointed 
Mr. ManpeERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GoRMAN as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

Resolution of the House of Representatives of July 27, 1886, to print 
Senate Executive Document No. 85, Forty-ninth Congress; 

Resolution of the House of Representatives of July 27, 1886, to print 
special intelli report by Lieutenant Kimball and Naval-Cadet 
Capp, of the United States Navy, upon the progress of the Panama 
Canal during the year 1885; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 20) to print the annual bulletins of the 
Bureau of ; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 87) providing for the printing and distribu- 
tion of documents of the monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881. 

The further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
resolution of the House for the printing of 5,000 copies of the naviga- 
tion and custom collection laws relating to vessels, including the laws 
relating to merchant seamen and the regulation of steam-vessels, com- 
piled by the Bureau of Navigation in the Treasury Department. 

The further announced that the Senate had passed a resolu- 
tion, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, for print- 
ing and binding 5,000 additional copies of the report of the Bureau of 
Education on art and industry; 1,000 for the use of the Senate, 2,000 
for the use of the House, and 2,000 for the use of the Bureau of Edu- 
cation. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
2126) for the relief of L. B. Townsend, Louis D. Lovell, W. C. Page, 

Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, Harvey Harter, Benjamin Harter, 
and ee Hackett; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quest 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary to ‘‘ an act to alter 
the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place for holding the several 
courts thereof. 

MARY E. CASEY. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I ask unanimous consent to move 
non-concurrence in the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey, and that acoaference be requested. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us understand what the amendment is. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The House proposes to give land, and the Sen- 


ate proposes to give money. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I understand the difference between the two prop- 
ssitions is that the House proposes to give 80 acres of land, while the 
Senate, more wisely I Sty ammo to pay this applicant $134. I 
hove that the House concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I will agree to that. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I rise to make a privileged report. I am directed 
by the on Appropriations to report back the Senate amend- 
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ments to the fortifications appropriation bill, recommending non-con- 
currence. 

The report of the Committee on Appropriations was read, as fol- 
lows: 





The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 97¢ 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, and fort 
armament thereof, for the fiseal year ending June 30,1887,and for other pur- 
poses, with amendments of the Senate, report as follows: They recommend 
non-concurrence in the amendments 1, 2,3, 4, and 5. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the previous question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask the gentleman toyield to me for one 
moment. I submit to my friend from Alabama the propriety of hav- 
ing some expression from the House touching these amendments. It 
will be remembered the House showed a disposition toincrease the ap- 
propriation to $3,000,000 if the money could be ex'pended in the man- 
ner suggested by this body. The Senate has increased the appropria- 
tion to $6,000,000 and inserted certain provisions as to the expenditure 
of that sum; providing for the manufacture of steel for guns, for the 
purchase or manufacture of two steel guns, for the establishment of a 
plant for finishing heavy ordnance, also for the purchase of rifled mor- 
tars from a Boston foundery. It occurs to me some expression on the 
part of the House before we go into conference would be advisable. 

The SPEAKER. Evenif the previous question should be ordered 
it is the right of any member to demand a separate vote on each amend- 
ment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Can not we have an explanation of the amend- 
ments before we are called on to vote on them? 

The SPEAKER. It is not for the Chair to answer that question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is the commission re-established in this bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is not. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen can indicate the amendments on which 
separate votes are desired. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let the amendments be read. 

The Clerk read the first and second amendment, as follows: 

Add at the end of section 1, the following: 

“(1) For continuing the sea-wall around Governor's Island, $50,000.” 

Strike out section 2, as follows: 

(2) For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the procurement 
of steel forgings for the manufacture of heavy guns; for guns, carriages, projec- 
tiles, fuses, powder, implements, and materials for which shall all be of Ameri- 
can production, their trial and proof, and the testing of improvements of the 
same, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, $500,000, to be available until 
expended.” 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“For the purchase, manufacture, and erection of the necessary tools and ma- 
chinery for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance at the Frankford 
Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa. ; for guns in process of construction, gun-carriages, 
projectiles, fuses, powder, implements, and materials for the trial and proof of 
such ordnance, and to complete the two 10-inch breech-loading steel guns now 
under fabrication, their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident 
thereto, including compensation of draughtsman on gun construction while 
employed in the Ordnance Bureau, $400,000, to be available until expended.” 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, if the point of order were made, 
would not these amendments have to be considered in Committee of 
the Whole ? 

Mr. SPEAKER. They would, if the point of order had been made 
in time before the House entered upon the consideration of the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The amendments have not been read yet. 

The SPEAKER. But the House has ordered the previous question 
on them. If any gentleman had demanded the reading of them they 
would have been read and the point of order could have been made; 
but no gentleman called for the reading of the amendments, and the 
House has just ordered the previous question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the regular order is to read them with- 
out its being demanded. Why was that departed from in this case ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I trust that hereafter the regular course will 
be followed, and that bills will be read in the usual way, whether the 
reading is called for or not. 

Mr. RANDALL. That would only impede the passage of the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. ut there is such a thing as the decent, proper 
passage of a bill, and there is also such a thing as the improper passage 
of a bill. Weare not here merely to pass bills, but to pass bills un- 
derstandingly. I should like to know how it happened that this was 
not read according to the regular form. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is now too 
late. Does any gentleman desire a separate vote on this amendment? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I suppose there is no time for 
discussion of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The previous question has been ordered, and the 
committee recommend non-concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam onthe subcommittee on this bill, but 
was not present when it was considered in the committee, and hence 
was not advised as to what course would be taken in the House in re- 
gard toit. Iask now whether there will be any opportunity to dis- 
cuss it ? 
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The SPEAKER. The committee recommend non-concurrence, and 


the previous question has been ordered, but notwithstanding that it 
is competent for any gentleman to move to concur, and the motion will 
bh ive priori y. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I move that the House concur in 
this amendment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, although the previous question has been ordered, 
is there not thirty minutes for debate ? 

The SPEAKER. Thereis. Under the rules of the House thirty 
minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in support of the rec- 
ommendation of the committee and fifteen minutes in opposition to it. 
The Chair, however, does not desire to be understood as now deciding 
that that would apply to each one of these amendments. The Chair 
has never been called upon to decide the question whether after the 
first thirty minutes have been exhausted any more time will be allowed 
for debate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ishall occupy only a few minutes on this 
amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. o, point is that the gentleman is too late after 
two or three of the amendments have been read and discussed. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the amendments is not discussion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But there was discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair remembers none. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I risesimply to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the Senate amendments, not for the purpose of urg- 
ing their adoption in the exact form in which they are presented, but 
in order that the House may indicate to its conferees what it desires to 
have done in regard to the provisions of the amendments which have 
reference to sxcuring a proper plant for the manufacture of guns and 
ordnance, and generally for providing the necessary enginery of war. 
There is no question but that we are greatly deficient in facilities for the 
manufacture of steel guns. We have no plant that is sufficient for the 
manufacture of the class of guns which are now used in Europe and which 
will be used here in case of war. 

The House has already indicated a willingness if a board could be 
appointed to supervise the expenditure of the money to appropriate 
three million or three and a half million dollars to put the country in 
proper condition of defense, at least I inferred that the House was pre- 
pared to vote that appropriation if the money could be expended under 
the supervision of a board to be appointed for that purpose. The Sen- 
ate has amended the House bill. 

I will read the second amendment, and we can determine whether it 
is a wise one. That it is astep in the right direction every member of 
this House knows. That the step is indispensable, and must be taken 
now or at an early day, no gentleman upon this floor doubts. But 
whether it is properly taken in this amendment, or whether the pro- 
vision is in all respects what it ought to be, whether it contains suit- 
able conditions and proper limitations, is a question upon which I for 
one would like the judgment of this House. I have conversed with 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who 
has given considerable attention to this matter, and I think I but re- 
flect his judgment when I say that he desires a liberal appropriation if 
it can be expended under proper direction and supervision. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam much obliged tothe gentleman, but I would 
rather speak for neyself. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have never known the gentleman when 
he did not desire to speak for himself, and I have no desire to speak for 
him, but I think I do not mistake the tenor of the interviews that we 
have had with respect to this subject, in which we both expressed a 
deep interest —— 

Mr. RANDALL. I have never legislated except in public. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that, nor have I suggested 
that the gentleman has attempted to legislate otherwise. I only inti- 
mated that as I understood his views in regard to this measure it was 
as I have suggested. If I am wrong in that, then I will retract and 
say that I do not understand that the gentleman has any definite po- 
sition on the subject. [Laughter. ] 

The provision inserted by the House was this: 

Sec. 2, (2) For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the procure- 
ment of steel forgings for the manufacture of heavy g=us; for guns, carriages, 
projectiles, fuses, powder, implements, and materials for which shall all be of 
American production, their trial and proof, and the testing of improvements of 
the same, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, $500,000, to be available 
until expended. 

Now I will read the Senate provision, which differs from the House 
provision chiefly in amplifying the powers of the Secretary having con- 
trol of the expenditure of the appropriations. In other words, the Sen- 
ate authorizes the officers of the Government to procure the things which 
this House concedes to be indispensable to the proper armament of the 
country. This is the Senate provision: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and erection of fhe necessary tools and ma- 
chinery for the finishing and assembling of h ordnance at the 
arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa. ; for guns in process 
projectiles, fuses, powder, implements, and materials for the and 
such ordnance, and to complete the two 10-inch steel guns now 
under fabrication, their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident 
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thereto, including compensation of draughtsman on gun construction w),\|, 
employed in the Ordnance Bureau, $400,000, to be available until expended _ 


Whether that provision fully meets all requirements I do not pretend 
at this moment to say. The idea is, it will be remembered, that tha 
steel ingots, the rough boring, &c., for guns should be secured by , = 
tract with private parties and the work finished at the arsenals of +} 
Government; that such contracts should be made as will enable oy 
own people to provide the steel, &c., necessary for making the gu), 
and that when the material is thus provided the work shall be finis) 
at the Frankford arsenal, Pennsylvania, or such other place as Concress 
may suggest or direct. 

The particular clause of the provision of the Senate amendment , 
lating to plant is the following: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and erection of the necessary tools and 
chinery for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance at the Frank/ 
arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa. 

The difference between this and the House proposition is not very 
substantial, except in this, that the Senate in express terms authorizes 
that to be done which we say ought to be done, and which can not be 
done in the absence of a provision authorizing the establishment of 
plants, or a plant with suitable tools and machinery, and also the mak- 
ing of contracts with firms that are able to produce the steel in such 
condition as may be required. 

Mr. BUCK. Is there not this additional difference, that in the pil] 
as amended by the Senate there is no provision for the fabrication of 
anything but cast-iron mortars and other large guns, no provision being 
made for the fabrication or purchase of smaller guns for secondary bat- 
teries, whereas in our bill we made such provision? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true. Im other words, while the 
Senate amendment provides for one emergency, it omits some impor- 
tant provisions inserted by the House. 

I hope my friend from Alabama [Mr. Forney] who has had charge 
of the bill will point out the particular objections he has to this amend- 
ment. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] will 
do the same. Let us do something; let us not refuse to do anything 
for fear we may go . This is a plain business proposition, as | 
understand it. I shall be very glad te hear from my friend from Ala- 
bama what it is in this proposition that he objects to. It is not con- 
clusively settled, I may say, that steel guns are to be the guns of the 
future; but whether they ure to be steel or iron or both, it is clear we 
must have the guns. 

Mr. FORNEY. My objection is simply to the establishment of a 
plant at Frankford, Pa. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I cannot hear my friend from Alabama. | 
will yield the floor for the present, reserving the residue of my {fifteen 
minutes until the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. FoRNEY | has spoken. 

PHC NIX NATIONAL BANK. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. SpRincer, Mr. 
LANHAM, and Mr. BUCHANAN as managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Pheenix National Bank of the city of 
New York. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to state that the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BucHANAN] has gone home sick. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands that he will return soon; 
if not, some other gentleman will be substituted. 


PAYMENT OF SURPLUS ON PUPLIC DEBT. 


The SPEAKER also announced the appointment of Mr. Morrisoy, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, and Mr. Hiscock as managers on the 
part of the House at the conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses upon the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment 0! 
the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt. 

J. J. B. WALBACH. 

Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, reported back favorably from 
the Committee on the Judiciary a bill (H. R. 9017) to remove the po- 
litical disabilities of J. J. B. Walbach, of Baltimore, Md.; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private’Calencdar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Houze consider 
and adopt at this time a resolution providing for a session on next Mon- 
day night for the consideration of private bills. 

Several members objected. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortitications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the {sc 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. ; ; 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, the difference between section 2 as 
passed by the House and the amendment proposed by the Senate ©” 
sists in this: The Senate pro 


ma- 


poses the erection of all necessary tools n° 
machinery for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance at ‘+« 
Frankford arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa. This is the beginning of the 
establishment of a plant there. Now, the question is whether the 
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House is ready to commence the establishment of a plant at that par- 
ieglar point. One other difference: We appropriate $500,000 for the 
narebase of steel forges for the manufacture of heavy guns, &c.; the | 
Senate proposes to appropriate $400,000. These are the only differ- 
ences between the House bill and the Senate amendment in reference | 
to this section. The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
, ce. 
OM. BUTTERWORTH. Ide not know that I understood the ground | 
of the gentleman’s objection. aa ’ 

Mr. FORNEY. I object to establishing a plant at Frankford, Pa. | 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I understand the only or chief ob- 
ection is that this provision of the Senate looks to establishing a plant 
at Frankford, Pa., or enlarging the plant already there. | 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, I do not know that it is important 
19 establish a plant at Frankford, Pa.; but that it is important to 
establish a plant somewhere everybody admits. If my friend from 
Alabama can suggest a better place I for one am quite willing to assent. 

Mr. FORNEY. Ishould say Birmingham, Ala. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I am not averse to establishing a 
plant at Birmingham, Ala., if from a practical business point of view 
that is the better place. I am willing to establish a plant at two or 
three places in this country, if necessary, in urder that the United 
States may in matter of proper equipment for offensive and defensive 
warfare stand before the world abreast with at least fourth-rate na- 
tions. That we ought to establish a plant somewhere is beyond ques- 
tion, It isa plain, practical, business proposition, and should be so 
considered. Frankford is named, I presume, because we already have 
a plant there, but it is not provided with sufficient tools and machinery 
necessary to manufacture or complete the kind of guns now in use 
and which are confessedly required for public defense. 

Mr. CURTIN. And because the Government already has an estab- 
lishment there. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly the Government has valuable 
property there in the shape of buildings, machinery, tools, &c., and I 
know of no reason why that plant should not be enlarged and fitted up 
to meet the demands resulting from the growth in the art which per- 
tains to the production of implements and enginery of war. If any 
of our friends here can suggest another place better suited to the pur- 
pose lam quite willing to agree toit. If my information is correct 
there has been an arsenal at Frankford almost ever since the Govern- 
ment was founded. 

There is another thing which ought to be provided for, and which 
the Senate amendment omits; that is, the purchasing of guns. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House | 
stands adjourned until Monday morning next at 11 o’clock. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: Papers relating to the claim of 
Thomas §. Slaughton, of Alcorn County, Mississippi—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Elizabeth Booker, of Cherokee 
County, Alabama, asking that her claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of the heirs of Jos. A. Grier, of Mar- 
shall County, Mississippi, for relief—to the same committee. 

_Also, papers in the case of John Carruth, of Benton County, Missis- 
Sppi—to the same committee. 

by Mr. NEAL: Petition of Mrs. Annie Lynch Hamilton, daughter 
of Patrick Lyneh, deceased, of Fulton County, Georgia, requesting that 
=e claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 

ittee. i 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Jonathan Newman, of Jeffer- 
wn County; of John W. Cain, of Hamblin County; and of W. A. Al- 
bright, administrator, of Shelby County, Tennessee, asking that their 
caims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

The petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
Lill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
‘citing all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
tan complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
. ; Of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 

settlement; of bill prohibitingaliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Co ional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
foe 200, 000, 000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
Pablie notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 

by Mr. RIGGS: 
Nlinois. 


Petition of F. H. Crandell and others, of Pike 


a) Mt SAWYER: Petition of Burkhardt and 39 others, and 
of New Yonittleton-and 22 others, citizens of the thirty-first district 
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SENATI 
MonpDAy, Aw 1886 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. . BUTLER, D. D 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

SSAGE i 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. ¢ its 

Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the a of 
| the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. C: 

The message further announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) di- 
recting payment of the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt, 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Morrison, Mr. W 
C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, and Mr. Hiscock the managers: co 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House further insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily J. Stan- 
nard, disagreed to by the Senate, asked a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 


appointed Mr. LovERING, Mr. TAULBEE, and Mr. CoNGER the 
agers at the further conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Pheenix National Bank, 
of the city of New York, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Sprincer, Mr. LANHAM, and Mr. 
BUCHANAN the managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


man 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1008) to empower the Board of Foreign Missions of the 
Methodist Protestant Church to hold property in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

A bill (S. 2530) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Wightman, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 13) for the relief of William J. Smith, late surveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 68) for the relief of S. B. Cranston, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 218) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte County, 
Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey B. Cecil; 

A bill (S. 224) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers; 

A bill (S. 304) to compensate physicians for services rendered under 
an order of the United States court of the northern district of Ala- 
bama; 

A bill (S. 380) for the relief of Mrs. Henrietta H. Cole; 

A bill (S. 632) to provide for the settlement of the estutes of deceased 
Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the 
possession of the officers of the Government; 

A bill (S. 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith; 

A bill (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClintock; 

A bill (S. 1899) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie Maynadier Phelps, 
widow of Capt. Seth Ledyard Phelps, late minister of the United States 
to Peru; and 

A bill (S. 2415) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian Brothers’ 
College} of Saint Louis, Mo. 

4 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ” 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the report of the committee of conference 
on the sundry civil appropriation bill, and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amend ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. $478) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiseal year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes, having met, after a full and free conference, have 
been unable to agree. 

WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
JAMES B. BECK, 

Manacers on the part of the Senate. 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 
THOMAS RYAN, 

Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be seen that this is a general disagreement. 
I will say, however, that the conferees have gone over every item of 
the bill with great care, occupying much time of the conferees. After 
all this labor we find ourselves unable to agree upon certain points 
which the House conierees desire the sense of the House upon and which 
we should be glad to have the sense of the Senate upon. 

The first difference relates to the items of appropriation for the Coast 
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and Geodetic Survey. The original House provision reduces the appro- 
priation for the Coast Survey about $100,000 below the appropriation 
of last year and makes practically a new arrangement and adjustment 
with reference to the oflicial force of the survey, creating new officers, 
abolishing old officers, changing compensations, increasing compensa- 
tions, &c. ‘heSenate amended the bill so as to practically continue the 
force as it nov: exists under the appropriations, but made a concession to 
the House respecting the field force of the survey by allowing its reduc- 
tion from sixty-four to fifty-two as vacancies should occur in the force. 

The House conferees insist that this new adjustment shall be made 
in this bill. Our auswer to that is that the Coast Survey since August, 
1885, has been practically without ascientific head. So faras the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations can judge, the ;oung man now in charge of 
the Coast Survey is a very intelligent, industrious, and capable man, 
but he has no knowledge whatever of the scientific work of the survey. 

Our answer to the conferees of the House with reference to this amend- 
ment was that when a responsible head of the Coast Survey, having 
scientific knowledge of its work and of its force, should enter upon the 
subject of reorganizing and making recommendations to us, we would 
then feel that we could carefully take up that question; but until that 
was done we felt it our duty to stand by existing law with reference to 
the organization of the Coast Survey and with reference to the appro- 
priations for it so far as the field and the office force is concerned. 

The next item of difference will be found in amendments numbered 
138 and 139, relating to the Pension building. The House provisions 
require that the General Land Office, the Indian Office, the Bureau of 
Education, the office of the Commissioner of Railroads, the Bureau of 
Labor, the office of the agent for the payment of pensions in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the office of the Geological Survey shall all be 
transferred to the new Pension building, and that a rearrangement of 
that building shall be made whereby a fourth story shall be erected in 
the building. a 

The confeeres on the part of the Senate were willing that this fourth 
story should be provided for, inserting a provision that it should be used 
for records and for records only, it being manifest to any one who will 
examine the building that it is not possible to put clerks in a fourth 
story lighted from the roof, as it must necessarily be chiefly, and I be- 
lieve the Senate has acted on that subject. 

Mr. BECK. The Senate has been passing a bill for a hall of records 
for the last four or five years. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe the Senate has three times passed a bill 
providing for a hall of records. 

Mr. BECK. For all the Departments. 

Mr. ALLISON. This fourth story would furnish a very excellent 
hall for the records of the Government, especially for the records of the 
Interior Department. It could be profitably and economically used for 
that purpose, and would largely give space then for other uses of the 
Interior Department of the remainder of the building. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Does that require the walls to be raised? 

Mr. BECK. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the fourth story can be erected without any 
change of the exterior of the building except perhaps punching little 
circular holes just under the roof for light and air. The third story is 
now 31 feet high. It is proposed to divide that story into two. 

The Senate conferees insist—and we desire the judgment of the Sen- 
ate upon that question—that it will take a year to complete that build- 
ing; that during its construction the whole building will necessarily be 
torn up, and that it will be exceedingly difficult for the present force 
to work there during the rearrangement and reconstruction of the 
building and its completion. 

We said to the House conferees that this was a question of adminis- 
tration which should be left somewhat to the head of the Department; 
that it should be left to an arrangement after the building is completed, 
and that then we could direct (unless the Secretary of the Interior him- 
self should provide in the mean time) that the building should be filled 
up, as it is manifest that it would not be wise to have vacant space in 
any of our public buildings whilst we are paying large amounts for 
rented buildings outside. That is practically the difference between 
the two Houses respecting the Pension building. 

The next items of difference relate to the survey, &c., of the public 
lands. The money difference respecting the public-land surveys is very 
small, but the House conferees insist upon the original provisions of the 
House respecting the survey of public lands. For example, $50,000 
was appropriated for the survey of public lands. Under the original 
House provision this entire sum could be expended for re-examination 
of surveys. The Senate made several amendments respecting that par- 
ticular provision and other provisions, which the Senate conferees pro- 
posed to modify somewhat, but werenot able to make such suggestions 
as were acceptable to the House conferees. 

The next item of difference relates to the Yellowstone Park. 

Mr. BECK. The Nevada survey was reserved. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; the provision in relation tothe Nevadasurvey 
was also reserved, the Senate having inserted aspecial provision for sur- 
veys in Nevada on the ground that we were bound by law to provide sur- 
veys for lands in lieu of school lands. 


The House conferees insist that the Senate provision respecting the 
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Yellowstone Park shall be stricken out and that that park sha) }, 
placed practically under the control of the Secretary of War 7), 
Senate conferees did not feel at liberty to surrender that provision y 7g 
out consulting the Senate. — 

The Senate inserted a provision for the erection of a hospital a4 
cent to our hospital for the insane, for convict and homicida] pat i ol 
and inserted an appropriation of $50,000 for that purpose. - 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Iowa, before he depart. 
from the question concerning the Yellowstone Park, please inform t i. 
Senate whether the Secretary of War has a force which can be em. 
ployed for such a purpose, or will it entail a like expense on the Wy, 
Department as that proposed under existing regulations? ie 

Mr. ALLISON. The law now provides for a superintendent of +), 
park and ten assistants. It also provides for the building and rea), 
of roads and bridges under an officer of the Army. Under the Jaw ¢ hp 
Secretary of the Interior can at any time call upon the Secretary of Wa, 
for aid in order to keep and preserve order in the park, to protect the 
game, &c. The House conferees insist that this provision is ample on 
protect the game in the park and to protect the park in every way. ang 
that it will not entail any additional cost upon the Government, T); 
is their claim. 

Mr. PLUMB. Was there any agreement on that point? 

Mr. ALLISON. There was no agreement reached. 

Respecting the hospital building in the District of Columbia, p; 
Godding, the superintendent, came before us and stated that the space 
now require is beyond the present scope of the building. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, they have not space enough ? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is space for about one thousand patients jp 
the normal condition of the hospital, and they have twelve hundred 
and forty-one there now, and among these there are, first, the insane 
convicts sent there by the United States. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What? 

Mr. ALLISON. Insane convicts. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator does not mean to use those words, 
There are no convicts for crime there. I presume the Senator means 
to say those committed by the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I mean to say that where in the Army a man 
has been convicted of crime and subsequently becomes insane he is sent 
to that hospital. 

Mr. PLUMB. And so in the Navy. 

Mr. ALLISON. And in the Navy as well. 

Mr. VOORHEES. He is sent there because his insanity has been 
ascertained in the trial for homicide. 

Mr. ALLISON. Convict insane. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is not the right term. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He becomes insane afterward. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I see. 

Mr. ALLISON. In addition to that there is another class of insane 
called in technical terms homicidal insane; that is, persons who are de- 
termined to commit homicide. Dr. Godding insists that these two 
classes of people should be, for the benefit of the remaining patients, 
kept separate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLISON. He asked us to providea building for that purpose, 
and we inserted a provision for $50,000. The House conterees auswet 
us by saying that that can be postponed for another year. 

The next item of difference is that relating to stenographers or law 
clerks for the Chief-Justice and associate justices of the Supreme Court. 
I do not think I need mention what that is; we all understand tie pro- 
vision. 

The next items of difference will be found in amendments 230, 21, 
and 232. Amendment 230 is the amendment authorizing the Commit 
tee on the Library to expend $10,000 for works of art, and to this tue 
House conferees object, insisting that this power ought not to be ve 
to the Library Committee, and they say they can not agree toll. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In regard to that item, I wish to say 4 wor’. 
This little appropriation for works of art has been made as a matter 
course for years and years past. This is the first time the Hou 
Representatives has found out that it was not a proper thing to 
Ever since I have been a member of Congress, both the House and the 
Senate have agreed to it, and this is the first time I ever heard 0) 
tion raised. ’ 
. The rule has been, as the Chair is perfectly well aware, he ho" 
been connected ‘with that committee himself, that a smal! sum, °° 
thing like $10,000, has been intrusted to the committee itse!! "' 
which to purchase works of art, of not a great and expensive oa" 
ter, but now and then to pick up something of value, leit to he °™ 
cretion of the committee, and I am astonished that the House cou!e 
should insist on striking it out. é; 

Mr. BECK. And it is left to the discretion of a joint comm! | 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is left to the discretion of a joint comm". 
at that. The House is embraced in the committee, and | am surpo" 
at this objection arising on the part of the House at this late day. 2 
should be glad to hear from the Senator from Iowa some of the re . 
given by the House conferees for this extraordinary spasm 0! alarm 
this time oa this subject, 
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Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the reasons are practically that they de- 
sire the two bodies to pass upon these questions. 

The other two remaining items of difference respect the two paint- 
ings specially authorized, first, the Fight of the Iron-clads, and the paint- 
ing called Farming in Dakota. They object to those items. 

I believe I have stated all the real differences. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me, as the Sen- 
ator from Indiana made a suggestion, I wish to say that I think every 
member of the House of Representatives and of the Senate vgill see 
that it is important that there should be lodged somewhere under a 
sense of immediate responsibility the power to pick up certain works of 
art ofagreat national interest, withoutdelay. There are a great many 
such relating te our Revolutionary and historical period which would 
be very’ tly procured at large prices by private collectors of wealth, 
orb auseums or public institutions in our various cities, who 
woulu, aowever, yield precedence to the Government in the begin- 
ning. 

Take two works of art which have been purchased from this fand 
this winter. ‘There was sent here to Mr. Corcoran, at the price of some- 
thing between $1,000 and $1,200, an original painting by Copley, in the 
Tower, of Henry Laurens, the presidentof the Continental Congress, who, 
as everybody remembers, was taken captive and committed to the Tower 
in London, and thereCopley, his countryman, our most famous portrait 
painter, painted his portrait. There has never been a national recog- 
nition of the service and the suffering which that great patriot contrib- 
uted to the cause of his country in the Revolutionary war. Mr. Cor- 
coran was eager to have it. The painting was sent here to him; and I 
will venture to say that if that picture was in the possession of the His- 
torical Society of Massachusetts, or the American Antiquarian Society, 
or Mr. Corcoran himself here, it would not be parted with for the sum 
of $10,000. It is worth thatsum, but Mr. Corcoran felt the propriety 
that that picture should be so disposed of as that its place of custody 
should of itself constitute a monument of national gratitude and regard. 

Is it not fitting that this great patriot and sufferer should have his 
portrait hung in the Capitol of the United States by the country which 
he loved and served? Waitinga few weeks, coming to Congress, having 
to ran through one of these disputes in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, would have deféated the purchase of that picture for the Gov- 
ernment. 

Soin regard to another picture which the committee has acquired, 
the painting of Benjamin West by himself, a portrait of remarkable 
value and spirit, found in the collection of a dealer—the great Penn- 
sylvania artist who went to London before the Revolutionary war and 
became the President of the Royal Society, but always patriotic, always 
a lover of his country. 

It seems to me that nobody will question that there should be lodged 
somewhere the power to secure such things at an ordinary and reason- 
able expense, and it certainly can not be lodged any better than in these 
two committees which are constantly and immediately responsible to 
the two Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What motion does the Senator from 
Iowa make? 

Mr. BECK. Did the Senator from Iowa call attention to stenogra- 
phers for the justices of the Supreme Court ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I called attention to that item. 

I move that the Senate still further insist on its amendments, and 
ask for another conference. 

I believe I have explained these items. I should be very glad to 
have an expression of the Senate and of Senators respectively in regard 
to the matter. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to make a re- 
mark about the appropriation for the Yellowstone Park? I drew that 
law when it was put into the sundry civil act some years ago, and the 
intention of myself and of the Senate I think, and of the House of 
Representatives at that time, Was that troops could be called for by 
the Secretary of the Interior in the event that his assistant superin- 
tendents were not able to expel from the park the gangs of ‘‘skin hunt- 
ers,” a8 they are termed, who would go in upon snow-shoes and kill 
two or three hundred elk at once and skin them and leave their car- 
casses there. 

It was never intended that the Secretary of War should put a cordon 
of troops around the park. There is no necessity for it. Soldiers could 
not do the work which is expected to be done there. It requires 
mountaineers, men experienced in the mountains, who know the roads 


croached upon it, and I think it very desirable that the Senator should 
insist in pressing for his amendment. I make the suggestion. It has 
been the custom quite often to get an expression of one body or the 
other by that very process. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that the ultimate intention of this sort 
of thing on the partof the House confereesis todestroy the park. That 
is the end ofit. If this appropriation is taken away and it is put in the 
hands of the War Department it is virtually an end of the Yellowstone 
National Park. 

I should like to have an expression of the opinion of the Senate, and 
I will make the motion suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts in 
the hope that the Senate will emphatically refuse to recede from the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is so much conversation it is 
impossible to hear the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. BECK. I can not hear a word. 

Mr. VEST. I can hardly hear myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please come to order 
so that the Senator from Missouri may be heard. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate recede from the amendment, 
hoping that the motion will be voted down unanimously. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which one is that, the Library Committee amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. No; the amendment as tothe Yellowstone Park. The 
House insists upon absolutely taking away all of the appropriation, 
the whole of the $20,000 for the payment of a superintendent and as- 
sistants and for contingent expenses, leaving only $20,000 for the con- 
struction of roads, and to put the park under the control of the Secre- 
tary of War, taking it away from the Secretary of the Interior. That 
is the whole of it. 

I move that the Senate recede, hoping that the motion will be voted 
down unanimously, so that our conferees will be authorized to stand 
by the amendment of the Senate, which is $20,000. 

Mr. BECK. I hope and I believe that there will be an agreement 
before long in regard to this bill, if there is a spirit of concession on 
both sides; but supplementing what the Senator from Iowa has said in 
regard to the Coast and Geodetic Survey, about which he is so well in- 
formed, having been on the commission for a long time, I am unable 
to see how that business can be carried on successfully by making the 
somewhat radical changes the House now insist on making. We have 
not got an experienced head there now, though a very intelligent young 
man, as far as I can judge from his conversation with the committee. 
Both Houses agreed practically last year to adjust the service upon the 
basis on which the Senate now insists. I think it ought to remain 
until it can be arranged under some thoroughly scientific person whom 
the President perhaps will soon be able to find to fill the place. Until 
that is done I do not see how we can get along at all unless we adhere 
to the Senate amendment. I understand that the salaries now paid 
are from 15 to 20 per cent. less than are paid in the Geological Survey 
for similar services. I ask the Senator from Ilowaif I am not right in 
that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say—I ought to have said before—that the 
salaries in the Coast Survey for the scientific employés as compared 
with the Geological Survey are from 15 to 20 per cent. less now. 

Mr. BECK. So I understand, and that being the fact, I did not see 
how we could properly consent to any more radical changes in that 
direction, especially as the survey is not now under a head who will 
perhaps remain there permanently. That is all I care to say in regard 
to that. 

As to the Pension Office building, it is utterly impossible for us to 
agree te order men in there now, with the work not done and while it 
is being done. Confusion will occur, which will make it difficult even 
for those there now to do their work satisfactorily. But to order the 
Land Office, the Geological Survey, and all these other offices in there 
in advance of the work being done, against the protest of the Secretary 
of the Interior and against the protest of those who are advised, seems 
to me to be a thing the Senate can not properly give up. We are will- 
ing to give them all the money they ask and let them go on. Congress 
meets again in December, and if it has progressed by that time, we can 
make any order needed unless the Secretary of the Interior in the 
mean time adjust it himself. There will be time enough. But it is 
like attempting to walk across a bridge before it is built instead of 
waiting until it is done, to act onthe matter now. I think the Senate 
ought to be quite emphatic in its objection that it is not proper legis- 


and the hunters and fronticrsmen; and soldiers would be more | lation to be ordering the bureaus of the Interior Department about at 
than | for that sort of work. this time. 
Mr. DAWES. I to the Senator to get an expressionof the | The land clauses I think can be adjusted. There does not seem to 
upon that it by moving himself that the Senate recede | be any very serious difference between us about that. As to the con- 
and vote against it, stating the reason, and then a yea-and-nay vote | vict insane building, whether they give it to us or not for homicidal 
upon his motion torecede will give the sense of the Senate. The Senate | insane, it isa public necessity, and it is so proper that I hope the Senate 
will understand the of making the motion so that he will not | conferees will not yield their position very readily when we come to 
be committed meet again, because men who have developed those tendencies ought 


If he will allow me a moment, I did not think that the Senate ought 
to be more :emiss than it has been about the care of that park. It is 
in danger of being lost in the multitude of interests that have en- 


XVII——491 


not to be among other people. I think it is too obvious to need more 
than a statement. 
As to the Yellowstone Park I agree to every word the Senator from 
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Missouri [Mr. Vest] has said. I was there afew years ago and went 
all over it, and I took some interest in it, as did the Senator from Mas- 
sachhsetts [Mr. Dawes]. We mast maintain it; and the House pro- 
vision striking down the superintendents and everything else is a vir- 
tual abandonment of it and everything in it and of all the things we 
have been trying to preserve. I do not see why that should be done 
until we have passed some law making some other regulatiuns, because 
if we simply do what the House propose it leaves it open and there is 
nothing except this. The Secretary of the Interior has power under 
the law passed a few years ago, if a band of men, cowboys or others too 
strong for his superintendents and assistants to drive out, should go 
there to kill the buffalo, elk, and other game, to call on the Secretary 
of War to send a suflicient force to drive them out. That is the only 
power he has now. The House provision just leaves it to the mercy of 
every body. 

I believe in extending that park. I would vote toextend it 20 miles 
farther south and 40 miles farther east, taking in the tops of the mount- 
ains, and I would take care of it or I would abandon italtogether; but 
I would not abandon it by indirection. I would retain it, and preserve 
it, and keep it, and it will improve in the estimation of the American 
people year by year. The buffalo, the elk, and the large game of 
America are there, and only there, and even their instinct teaches them 
that they are safe there and they do not leaveit. I think we ought to 
allow the provision, carefully drafted by the Senator from Missouri, to 
stand. It is not right to recede from it. That is my opinion. 

I do not believe that the Senate will allow us to give up the right of 
the Library Committee to have a little fand of $10,000 to purchase 
works of art. I said to the House conferees, ‘* I will not report the 
bill without going to the Senate and consulting with the gentlemen 
who have charge of these matters, and I insist that they shall have 
that right.’’ 

As to stenographers to the judges, I hope when the conferees go to 
the House the House will advise them that they ought to agree to our 
amendment. It seems to me under the circumstances, the Senate hav- 
ing passed it, the House should agree to it, and we ought not to give 
that up without at least having a very decided expression upon it from 
the House itself. 

That is all I care to say. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not agree in the committee except under a sort 
of protest to the provision in regard to the Yellowstone Park as in- 
serted by the Committee on Appropriations; and if this matter were 
alone before the Senate I should vote for the House substitute. We 
have had ever since the park was in existence more or less, not only 
last year but in the years before, of difference between the Houses in re- 
gard toit. The Senator from Missouri very properly declaimed last year 
or the year before against the manner in which the park was carried on 
against the monopoly privileges thereallowed. There has been in my 
judgment only a change of the persons who had that monopoly. The 
monopoly still exists. It is as grinding and as odious as ever and just 
as much a reflection on the administration of the park and the National 
Government to the extent it has to do with it. When I say that I do 
not say it for the purpose of reflecting upon anybody, but simply to 
remark that it is inevitable, and justas long as the Government under- 
takes to deal with this question it is going to have these difficulties on 
hand. 

I have a letter in my possession from a responsible party who says 
that the Secretary of the Interior has issued an order or directed the 
present superintendent of the park to issue an order that no vehicle 
having a tire less than four inches in width shall go into that park, 
leaving out of account the fact that the park has to be traversed in or- 
der to make connection between widely-separated communities by 
trains bearing freight to and from the railroads. In order to accommo- 
date the great traflic, if it is to be carried on at all, the persons concerned 
in that traflic will have toe change their wagons to correspond with this 
order. 

It is an inhibition against crossing the park by the freight trains do- 
ing the ordinary business of the people who have been invited thereon 
the pablic lands. But back of all that is this same monopoly. Of 
course as nobody can traverse the park exceptone havinga wagon of this 
unusual width of tire, naturally the monopoly that owns all the places 
where hotels are to be located, and owns the hotels, &c., will own all 
the wagons of the particular character of manufacture that alone can 
enter the park. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator would not give up his farm because his 
agent was cutting a little timber improperly. This is a matter of ad- 
ministration. 

Mr PLUMB. If my eye was going to offend me as long as I lived, 
I would pluck it out. This isone of those things that in my judgment 
are inevitable, resulting from the Government management or from the 
civil management of the park, or from any management which goes 
into the great detail which has been cast upon that unfortunate piece 
of ground. A man whe goes in there to pick up a thing of no value is 
liable to severe punishment. The monopoly which last year and the 
year before was offensive to everybody has been succeeded by another 
of the same kind. It not only has a y of the hotel locations, 
but it has bought out a great monopoly. That is the ordinary way 
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telegraph companies do when they want to get rid of a pestiferous riya]— 
buy them out. This same monopoly has boughtall the stage lines, so 
that practically you can not get into or out of the park without the 
consent of this monopoly which has control of the hotels and of i}. 
means of transportation. It isacomplaint made from quarters entit|.q 

to respect and consideration that under the administration of the prs. 

ent rules and regulations under the law the park is only set apart {); 

the rich; the poor can not get into it. 

In 1884 a man who had been in the employ of the government of {he 
park was directed by the order of the then superintendent of the park 
to erect a house in which he could stay all winter. Meantime, iow. 
ever, that superintendent went out, and some other one came in, a4 
when he came in there came overa mandate from the new superintend- 
ent to remove that house. The man himself was away working in the 
mines in some contiguous portion of the country. He was sent for, ang 
while he was coming over from the place where he was at work—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was that at Fargo? 

Mr. PLUMB. I havea letter here which sets out exactly where jt 
was. When he came he was notified that he must leave. It was then 
in the fringe of the winter. He protested against it, said he could not 
go away from there. He pleaded, but they told him he must leave. 
They took his family and every particle of furniture out of his house 
and burned his house down within his sight, and sent his family one 
way and him another. His captors took him a journey of more than 
500 miles, during which his feet, his hands, his ears, and other portions 
of his body were frozen. He wascastinto a cell in that condition, and 
is to-day permanently crippled by reason of that transaction. 

Mr. VEST. I ask theSenator under whoseadministration as super- 
intendent that was done? 

Mr. PLUMB. I said that was done in 1884. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator did not need to remind me that I was 
characterizing a former administration. I undertake to say they are 
all tarred with the same stick. Whether the man in charge now is any 
better as an individual, I do not know; but the system is such that 
that kind of tism is bound to characterize any administration of 
the affairs vf that park. It all ought to be lopped off; it ough: to be 
put temporarily in the hands of the War Department or somebody 
else, except the men in whose charge it is now and who have had 
charge of it heretofore, until we can devise some plan whereby we can 
save the curiosities that are worth saving in that great tract of laud 
and turn the balance over to the public as a portion of the public do- 
main. The Senatorfrom Massachusetts of course has this piece of !and, 
that heneversaw, very much at heart. 

Mr. DAWES. I have spent a summer there. 

Mr. PLUMB. That may account for some things I have heard about 
it. 

Mr. VEST. lIask the Senator from Kansas if he does not really 
want that park broken up? is not that his idea and his ultimate ob- 
ject? 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonot know that I am required to answer that ques- 
tion. I do not know that that is an indictable offense, but yet the low- 
ering brow of the Senator from Missouri presents to me the idea that 
perhaps he would indict me right now. Ido not know that it is an 
offense to want the park broken up. I ean say that the whole «rea, 
however useful it might be, is not compensation for the outlay or ‘or 
what has been done within its limits and under the charge under w hich 
the park is to-day maintained. 

I would regard it asa blot on our civilization to maintain that sort 
of organization which subjects an American citizen to the outrages that 
man was subjected to, and which would vrocure the issuance o! an o!- 
der whereby the traffic to the maintenance of the business 0! 
that section of country, to the support of the people who have goue on 
the public lands, should be subjected to the outrage of being required 
to substitute wagons having tires 4 inches in width for those of the or 
dinary width. 

I never was there myself that I know of, though I have been in that 
section of country many atime. I know there are great objects 0! 10- 
terest.in all that mountain region. I know it is not possible for te 
Government to maintain them all. It may be wise to maintain a pat 
of them, and I donot say that it isnot. Those within the limits 0! the 
Yellowstone Park may have superior merit to deserve being maintsine', 
but not by the interposition of rales of this kind and the erection °! 
great monopolies which control the meansof ingress and egress ani |e 
means of support while there. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Kansas what the annual 
appropriation for the of that park is? 

Mr. PLUMB. About $40,000. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is it likely to be? 

Mr. PLUMB. The estimate this year was $60,000 and the app’ 
priation made in the bill, $40,000, the same as last year. The Senator 
from Iowa corrects me. He says the estimate was $100,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas a ("°~ 
tion. What is the monopoly that exists theve? Fe 

Mr. PLUMB. These have—and that I do not complain o!. © 
it was a thing that perhaps was inevitable—a monopoly of the ™s"' 
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to build hotels; that is to say, they have a lease of all the places where 
potelscan bebuilt. Practically by that means, and especially by means 
of the order to which I have alluded that they have obtained, they 
have control of the means of ingress and egress, and they are the only 
persons who can authorize anybody to bring his trunk in the park, or 
his own body. : 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a Department order which regulates the 



































tter. 
mr. PLUMB. So this letter states, and I have heard it from other 
sourees. 
“ee VEST. I know the Senator from Kansas does not want to make 


a statement which is absolutely without foundation. The Senator is 
utterly mistaken when he says there is any monopoly as to transpor- 
tation in that park. The lease was made with the company that built 
the hotels there at the different points of interest. The former hotel 
company having failed and gone into bankruptcy was succeeded by an- 
other; and the lease to this last company expressly provides that there 
shall be no monopoly as to transportation. 

The Secretary of the Interior did me the honor to send for me and 
submit that lease to me, knowing the interest I had taken in the park, 
and I seanned every line and word in it closely, and I am confident in 
the assertion that there is no such thing. Any citizen of the United 
States can go into that park with his property in any way that he sees 
proper, and I positively assert, and other Senators who have been in 
the park will corroborate it, that you can go to Cinnabar and you can 
find a riding horse, a buggy, a wagon, or any sort of outfit you please; 
and to furnish such facilities is largely the business of the people living 
at Cinnabar; and there is not one particle or scintilla of foundation for 
the statement of the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. I spent ten days there, and traveled through every 
part of the park that I desired to go to without having to call upon 
this hotel organization at all. I took a team into the park, went every- 
where I pleased, and built my own fires, with the company I was with, 
and we maintained ourselves there independent of the hotel company. 

Mr. PLUMB. A United States Senator can do a great many things 
out there which a private individual can not. 

Mr. CHACE. When was this order issued ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It was issued very recently. 

Mr. CHACE. I can explain it in a moment. 

Mr. PLUMB. This question of monopoly, in the first place, grows 
out of the faet that there is a monopoly of all hotel facilities; and I say 
that ean net be helped. Therefore I do not speak of it except as that 
which is inevitable in connection with the park. I do not speak of it 
toblame anybody. But that to a large extent results in the control of 
the means and facilities of ingress and egress. Ido not say a person 
night not take his own wagon in; but he does not generally go there 
with his own wagon. Persons going there are necessarily dependent 
oa the means of public transportation, and those have passed into the 
control of the persons who own the hotel sites and the hotels. 

In the next place, if th»re is anything necessary to make a monopoly 
it would be this regulation providing for the width of the tires. There 
is not a wagon not constract-d to order in the United States probably 
with that width of tire. 

Mr. BUTLER. Who makes that regulation? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Secretary of the Interior on the request of the 
superintendent. I only speak of that to illustrate to what proportion 
a man will go when he gets into that country and how completely the 
question of public convenience or private convenience is subjected toa 
man’s ideas of his own importance and responsibility as having the 
care of the Yellowstone Park. Regulations of that kind which are 
offensive and whieh are destructive of the liberty of the citizen who 
visits this place are simply the outgrowth of the remoteness from con- 
trol and the inevitable surroundings of that place. 

For these reasons, even though the regulations should be modified 
farther, the park itself ought to be placed under a different control; 
some ought to be made whereby these exactions and similar 
ones shall be removed. If it is to be a park for the people of the United 
States and not simply for certain favored people, then the law ought to 
provide certain regulations which will bring about that result. I of 
course undertand very well that tothe men who go to the Yellowstone 
Park from the Senate or the House it is open sesame, and I suppose 
they could board there free if they wanted to do so. 

The general genuflection which ensued at once on the appearance of 


Springs when we arrived there, I suppose, is repeated at the Yellow- 
Park. Ido not want that park kept up for any such purpose. 
t the park put in such shape that the people of the United States 
the eae as well as the rich, anybody who has money 

borders of it, may go into it freely and freely see 
seen, and enjoy himself just as much as the 
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occurred in 1884 it was for the 
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purpose of 


showing that in what I have said there is no reflection on this admin- 
Station as against the other administration. When I say “adminis- 
tation” I mean administration of the park, not administration of 
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nopoly from the beginning. 


fact that they want it put to other purposes. 
to me who complained of its regulations and suggested improvements, 
and who before they left disclosed the fact that they thought the 
ought to be open to be appropriated as a part of the public domai: 
the nation; that they were sick of the setting apart of this region of 
country for any such public purposes; 
domain and ought to be the common property of all the people. 


improved. 
attempted to be got up by the hotel people to secure the custom of every- 
body who went in there. 
Interior Department, and that feature passed away. 
many things that can be improved there; but, as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky very forcibly put it, is that any reason why we should abandon 
this wonderful region of country ? 
60 miles wide and as many or more miles long, that is good for nothing 
as a part of the public domain; it can be utilized in no way for farm- 
ing purposes, in no way for grazing purposes, in no way that the ordi- 
nary public domain can be appropriated, but it is filled with wonders, 
the like of which 


the tires of the wheels is a simple matter of administration. 
spent a great deal of money in making very fine roads from one wonder 
to another, from one great geyser to one magnificent 
there are those who want to appropriate those roads as thoroughfares 
from outside to outside. 
trying to utilize those roads, cutting them up in all ways. 
part of the duty of the superintendent of the park to protect the roads 
against them. 
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It has been one tissue of trouble, of outrage, of mo- 


I appreciate the labor which the Senator from Missouri gave to this 


question a few years ago with the view of getting rid of the monopoly, 
but, as I said, he only got rid 
another, and if we get rid of this one it will be saddled with still an- 
other one. 


of one monopoly to saddle the park with 


To avoid it is beyond his power or the power of any indi- 





vidual. There must be some way of legislation not yet found out, or 
we shall have just the spectacle which has been exi here all the 
time. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I spent some time in the Yellowstone 
Park and have taken a great deal of interest in it; indeed | think I 


drew the bill that originally set it apart. 


I have observed that those who complain of its management most ar 
those who before they get through with their complaints disclose the 


I have had tho 


park 


1 of 
that it was a part of the public 


‘That is the animus. I do not say it is on the part of the Senator from 


Kansas, for the Senator confesses it; but those who have pressed upon 
us most this view of the subject are the men who feel as if these guards 
that have been thrown around this region of country ought to be broken 
down and done away with at once. 


In going about the park I saw many things that I thought 
I saw a kind of monopoly which had been got up there or 


could b 


When I came back I represented it to the 
There are a great 


There is a region of country 50 or 





Mr. GIBSON. Allow me toask a question. 


Is the privilege of keep- 


ing a hotel in the park confined to one person ? 


Mr. DAWES. I will tell the Senator what I believe isthe fact. The 


Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will be likely to tell him more 
accurately than I can. 
leased for hotel purposes. 


We have fixed by law how much should be 


Mr. TELLER. 


1e Senator from Massachusetts will allow me, 
If the § tor f M hnsett ll all I 


will answer the Senator from Louisiana. 


Mr. DAWES. Inamoment. I wish to say that this matter about 


We have 
waterfall, and 


I saw emigrant trains and I saw freight trains 
It was a 


Perhaps he has adopted a method which is not wise; 
but if these roads are to be common thoroughfares that park ceases to 
be a home for the wild animals, it ceases to be a preserve for these 
wonders. It must be kept. 

There are people here trying to get a railroad run through it, and 
they come and before they leave the room of your committee they will 
say, ‘‘ We do not think it ought to be a park; it had better be done away 
with,”’ and they appropriate as they can its wonders. They want to 
be let in upon the great mammoth springs and the great geysers, the 
like of which are nowhere to be found in the world, where a magnifi- 
cent column of boiling hot water is sent up 1580 feet in the air onee in 
fifty-eight minutes as regularly as the clock strikes the hour. Sucha 
magnificent natural wonder as that is worth more than dollars and 
cents; and the longer we keep this wonder the more we shall esteem 
and prizeit. It has got to go through a season of hostile attack; but 
if it can survive these attacks a few years there will be nobody found 
in either branch of Congress who will not gather around it a solicitude 
and a care that is commensurate with that wonder. It 
worked up so that everybody can approach it. 

It is true that the difficulty of traveling through it now is so great 
that everybody can not afford the expense of going there ; but it is these 
very roads that are to be constructed, it is the idea of having hotels 
there at proper points that poor people can avail themselves of that was 
in the mind of those who made the law putting the park in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Interior to prescribe rules and regulations. The 
prices for the articles on the tables of the hotels and for the use of the 
teams are fixed by the Interior Department here. They must he fixed 
somewhere, or the natural grasp and greed of a man anywhere to grasp 
and monopolize all he can will produce the condition of things suggested 
by the Senator from Kansas. Moresolicitude and anxiety in adminis- 


has got to be 
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tration, not less, is what is called for in reference to this great wonder 
of the world. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Greson] who inquired if there was any monopoly that there has 
not been any hotel monopoly in the park. That falsehood has been 
repeated over and over again in the public prints, and once or twice on 
this floor. There never was an hour that anybody living had the ab- 
solute control of the hotel interest in the park. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator refer to charges on the floor here? 

Mr. TELLER. It was charged on this floor that the hotel company 
had occupied the only places where a hotel could be built in the park, 
when every man who was familiar with it knew that there were five 
hundred places just as eligible as the place that they occupied. 

The Secretary of the Interior was charged with the management of 
this park by the act of Congress. In the absence of the Secretary of 
the Interior the Assistant Secretary made a contract with the hotel 
company that they should have the exclusive privilege of putting up 
a hotel. I was then Secretary of the Interior, and when I returned, I 
being at that time absent in the West, I declined to carry out the con- 
tract on the ground that there was no legal authority in the Secretary 
of the Interior to make such a contract, and there never was under the 
statute. If such a contract had been made it wonld have been a nul- 
lity as to the clause, there is no doubt. So the lease was not signed 
by the Secretary for that reason. 

In the mean time, either in an appropriation bill or somewhere else, 
there was a provision put that there should be no exclusive control; 
and since that time, both by the late Secretary of the Interior, and I 
understand by the present Secretary, hotel privileges have been granted 
to every reputable and respectable person who has asked for them. 
There is no monopoly at all. The hotel business has not been profit- 
able to the people who have gone into it, I think. 

Now, as to the rule in relation to the 4-inch tire, I never heard of it 
before. I should think that was a bad rule to adopt. I do not know 
why it was adopted. it certainly was not in my time, and I think it 
probably ought to be annulled if any such rule has been made. 

At one time it was claimed that the superintendent of the park, a 
Mr. Conger, I think then, had granted an exclusive privilege to some 
people to run carriages through the park. As soon as the attention of 
the Department was called to it that order of his was rescinded. It 
never had any force, but it was annulled at once. I understand ever 
since that time everybody has been at liberty to pick up a passenger 
outside and run him through the park whenever he saw fit. That is 
the rule now. 

Mr. Marshall builta hotel, and other people have built hotels there. 
The great corporation that put in $100,000 in a hotel broke up and 
turned it over to another corporation that I understand keeps up the 
hotel. The Interior Department fixes the rates of that hotel, and the 
prices are largely below the prices at any watering place in the United 
States, less than the New York watering places, less than all the water- 
ing places in Colorado and in other States. I do not believe anybody 
who has gone there has any reascn to complain of any monopoly what- 
ever. 

Whether it is a wise thing to keep up the park is an entirely differ- 
ent questicn. There is one thing certain, if the park is to be kept up 
you have to appropriate more than $40,000 a year to do it properly. 
It never can be done for that. I do not know that it is worth while 
for the Government to attempt to keep up such a thing for the few 
people that go there; but if the Government intends to do it there 
should be liberal appropriations. To turn it over to the Army is in 
my judgment to practically destroy the park. I am inclined to think 
that I shall vote, if the matter is fairly presented, that the United 
States abandon any control over the park except the small points where 
these large geysers and other things are. I believe that to be the proper 
thing to do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Unless it is the intention of the Senate to re- 
main here all summer, it is well that we should consider what we are 
about. We have settled almost every point in dispute about all the 
appropriation bills, and a single bill is now before us with four or five 
points in dispute. According to the statement made by the chairman 
of the committee and also by the Senator from Kentucky there are 
four or five items of dispute which it is impossible for our committee 
to surrender. 

The public interests demand that provision should be made for the 
insane. They demand that the Pension building should be improved. 
It is important that the surveys should be continued. Now if I un- 
derstand the duty of a committee of conference, it is that an agree- 
ment may be reached, if possible, between the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. The very name implies concession, compromise. 

Now it is proposed by the Senator from Missouri to keep in this bill 
the only point in dispute which it is apparent to my mind might be 
surrendered by the Senate without injury to the public, because it is 
ens to place the responsibility and duty upon the Secretary of War. 

do not suppose the Secretary of War would consent for a single mo- 
ment to have the game in that park disturbed. I suppose the Secre- 
tary of War would detail a military force from the great number of mil- 
itary stations where soldiers are quartered, for no purpose in the world 
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that the public has in view. It is only a piece of caution. The Inqj- 
ans are comparatively quiet. We have five thousand soldiers in ¢}, t 
vicinity, many of them unemployed. The forces in the park to-day 
are sufficient and ample; the quarters provided for the officers and men 
are ample; and it is perfectly absurd to suppose for a single momen; 
that a soldier, drawing rations from day to day, requiring no particular 
appropriation to preserve the park, could not with equal ease do ox. 
actly what it is proposed to do by the $40,000 appropriation. 

If I believed for a single moment that by surrendering this item t}, 
public service would be damaged, I would not do it. I do not yet 
know that it is necessary to surrender it; but I am told by the ejm. 
mittee that of all the things in dispute it is that thing which may }, 
surrendered, at least their language so implies, without injury to th. 
public service. And if some concession be needed, as I think some wij] 
be needed, then is it not a thousand times better for us not to obtain 
the judgment of the Senate in substance instructing the committee so 
that there can not be a full and fair conference on the points in dispute 
because one of the points has been eliminated from the dispute and the 
Senate takes the responsibility of instructing the committee as to that. 

There can not-be such a thing as a full and free conference when yoy 
instruct the committee in regard to one point, and that the least jp). 
portant, the point of least consequence of all the points in dispute be- 
tween the two Houses. I am in favor of the Yellowstone Park: [ am 
in favor of preserving it, maintaining it, improving it, and of making 
such liberal appropriations of money as may be needed for that purpose: 
but I understand this appropriation does not involve its preservation, 
It involves its maintenance, its guardianship, its protection. If that 
can be done by the War Department without any additional expense to 
the Government, why not do it, and why instruct the committee in 
such a way that weshall be compelled to remain here for a week longer 
perhaps simply to decide as to a little point like this in the only, single, 
and last appropriation bill there is to be acted on by the Senate ? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from New Jersey—and I have no reason 
to question it—desires this park to be maintained, then he is utterly mis- 
taken as to the effect of placing it in the hands of the War Department. 
I affirm from my own personal knowledge of the character of soldiers 
and the work to be done in the park that they can not perform it. It 
requires mountaineers; it requires huntsmen; it requires men who can 
use snow-shoes, who know the paths and roads of the mountains; and 
to put it in the hands of the United States Army is simply to throwit 
open to the public and allow anybody to go in there and kill the game 
and destroy the objects of curiosity and interest throughout the park. 
We know the character of the men in the regular Army of the United 
States. There is one of them now acting as assistant superintendent, 
and I received a letter from the superintendent of the park, who has at- 
tempted time and again to have this man removed—two days ago | re- 
ceived a letter in which he says that he has now with one exception the 
best force of assistant superintendents that could be selected anywhere 
in this whole country. More than that, the government of the park to- 
day is in better condition than it ever has been— infinitely better. Que 
of the assistant superiutendents reported to the superintendent, as I am 
informed in his letter, that ten days ago a band of two hundred elk were 
found within 5 miles of Mammoth Hot Spring, and the antelope can be 
seen even at this season of the yearallover the park. The small bison, 
which exists nowhere else on this continent except in that park, are in- 
creasing in number. 

I know where all this talk about monopoly and Senatorial privileges 
and the extraordinary privileges of Congressmen comes from. | have 
been notified time and again that unless I withdrew my opposition to 
the Cinnabar and Cooke City Railroad that park would be broken up. 
There is a lobby here, in which newspaper men and others are engaged, 
who are assailing Senators and attacking private character, making 1n- 
famous charges; and these men arein theemploy of the speculators who 
seek to run a railroad in the park and break it up and destroy it for- 
ever; and this is one of the means used to force Congress to allow thst 
railroad to go through. I have been told that if I did not permit the 
railroad bill to pass through Congress not a dollar should be given 
the protection of the park, and that the act incorporating it should 
finally be repealed. That is the meaning of this whole thing. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look at the real truth in regard to this 
monopoly and to these legislative and Senatorial privileges, this cheap 
talk thrown in here for the purpose of prejudicing the public against 
the Yellowstone National Park, as if it belonged to certain individuals. 
Why, Mr. President, last summer a member of the House of Kepre 
sentatives was arrested and fined $100 in that park—a gentleman who 
is now amemberof the Houseof Representatives. That does not look 
very much as if they paid special attention to position and official dig 
nity. And I affirm aaew positively that there is no monopoly . 
that park, unless you it a monopoly to permit certain person 
put up hotels at different places of interest. P’The Senator from Colo- 
rado referred to the fact statements had been made here = 
years ago in regard to a lease that gave exclusive privileges. 14 
speak on this floor of a lease. 

Mr. TELLER. It never was signed. ' 

Mr. VEST. I know it was never signed. I was about to state tha 
there was a lease drawn up and about to be signed that did give 9™” 
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nopoly both of transportation and hotel privileges, but I offered a res- 
olution in this body which stopped the signing of that lease, and it 
never went into effect. Afterward I drew a law which prohibited more 
than ten acres of ground to be leased to any one corporation or indi- 
vidual. I was unfortunate in the language used in that law, and the | 
Interior Department so construed it as to cut up the ten acres into ten 
different tracts and lease them to the same corporation. That was not 
the intention of Congress, but that was done. That company went 
into bankruptcy, and last summer there was great complaint because 
there were no hotels in the park and persons were forced to camp out. 
They built a large hotel atthe Mammoth Hot Springs, which was seized 
by the mechanics for their pay that was due them and held for some 
time, and it nally went into the hands of a receiver; but this new 
company ate now putting up hotels at the different points of interest 
in the park and putting them under leases so severe that there is no 
ibility of anything like imposition being practiced upon the public. 

As to the order of which the Senator from Kansas spoke in regard to 
the width of the tire of wagon wheels, I never heard of it before to- 
day, but I have no question that it was made in order to protect the 
roads which have been constructed by the United States and which were 
being cut to pieces by the heavy ore wagons from Cooke City to Cinna- 
bar. I will undertake to say that upon examination it will be found 
to be an order that is right, and that the Government is simply protect- 
ing its property. 

The Superintendent there to-day is an honest man and a vigilant offi- 
cer. The game has increased in the park, and with no law at all, be- 
cause Congress has failed to pass any law, by his own strong wil! and 

judgment he is a law himself to all disorderly and lawless persons 
within the territory of the national park. 

Now, sir, if Congress wants to abandon the park, let it do so openly 
and plainly. Iam willing to meet thatissue. If bad orders have been 
made there the Secretary of the Interior can rescind them. He hasno 
interest in this matter except as a citizen of the United States. Ihave 
endeavored to do my duty, and simply and only my duty, and I ask 
this vote in order that the Senate may say now whether they propose 
that this park shall be continued or not, because I do positively declare 
that if the House conferees are able to hold their position and to cut off 
these salaries and this amount for contingent expenses and put this park 
into the hands of the military, it is but another form for repealing the 
act which created the park itself. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will insist upon ad- 
hering to the provision it inserted in the bill for the protection of the 
Yellowstone National Park. 

To talk about monopolies being protected by reserving the control of 
any portion of the public domain in the Congress of the United States 
for the benefit of the people of the United States without distinction, 
is certainly a very singular contradiction of terms. To make a thing 
private property instead of retaining it as public property, in order to 
prevent monopoly, simply indicates that Congress or the Government 
can not be trusted to protect the people. 

I am in favor of preserving whatever portions of the public domain 
may minister to the delight and pleasure of the people of the United 


| 


States as public property for their benefit, and particularly this great 
park, the Yellowstone Park, with all its natural and magnificent feat- 


ures. I know of no object of public policy that will be more impor- 
tant when this country shall have one hundred millions of people and 
transportation be cheap and at the command of the people every where, 
than to preserve this great natural curiosity for all the people of the 
United States. 

When the Senator from Kansas speaks of some man having been ar- 
rested and treated with cruelty, he only condemns us and condemns 
the administration that has not followed up and found out the perpe- 
trators of that offense. It has nothing to do with the preservation of 
this park for the people of the United States. To destroy it, to make 
it private property, would be to create a monopoly, and a most wicked 
ene of that which ought to belong to all the people of the United 

Another very singular feature is that, with all the talk about legis- 
lation on appropriation bills, after Congress has solemnly dedicated this 


Ee to the people of the United States and pledged itself that it should 
so 


governed that it would inure to their advantage and their pleas- 

ure, here at the very last hours of the session, when we ought to be 

at home, it is insisted, without any examination, without any opportu- 

nity for consideration, that those laws shall be in effect repealed by a 

simple provision upon an appropriation bill, and the whole turned over, 
without any adequate appropriation, to the Secretary of War. 

Sir, I am not one of those persons who object to general legislation 


Upon an appropriation bill under proper circumstances, when there is 
time to consider it. An appropriation bill is just as good a method of 


nm as any other, in my opinion. But when it is brought in sud- 

denly, without ) ity of examination, and it is proposed to re- 
Yerse and repeal the whole antecedent legislation of the country, there 
certainly a serious objection as to the time and the manner in which 


e 


this is to be done. 
I with the Senator from Missouri. It would be highly crimi- 
nal, in my opinion, in this body at this moment, to do away with all 
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the past legislation respecting this park, whether it were good or bad, 
and hastily turn it over to the War Department without adequate pro- 
vision for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer the following as a substitute for the propo- 

sition of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]: 
_ Resolved, Thatin the opinion of the Senate the committee of conference should 
insist upon the usual appropriations for all branches of the public service, and 
should recede from all amendments of the Senate proposing changes of exist- 
ing legislation or unusual items objected to by the House 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri be read, and then the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate recede from its amendment in respect to the Yellow- 
stone Park. This is offered as a substitute for that proposition. 

Mr. VEST. I did not catch the proposition of the Senatorfrom Iowa. 
Is it substantially the same? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. ALLISON, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatin the opinion of the Senate the committee of conference should 
insist upon the usual appropriations for all branches of the public service, and 
should recede from all amendments of the Senate proposing changes of exist- 
ing legislation or unusual items objected to by the House conferees. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have the Senator from Iowa explain 
the items which are now in dispute between the two Houses that are 
unusual or that change existing law. With me it is simply a question 
ot what we get or what we lose, as far as my action is concerned. If 
the House has put legislation on appropriation bills that has never been 
the subject of objection here, or at all events that the Senate has un- 
dertaken to amend, why object now? The House may accept and 
has often accepted our amendments to such provisions. Wehad avery 
noted case up the other day about silver certificates where the Senate 
amended a House provision. The objection does not lie to legislation 
as legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a mere declaration to enable the conference 
committee to have a guide respecting the judgment of the Senate. For 
instance, suppose the House propose a change of law and the Senate 
does notagreetoit. Thisis simply a declaration that the House ought 
to recede from its proposed changeof law. Suppose the Senate has pro- 
posed a change of existinglaw. This isa declaration thatif the House 
do not agree to it, we ought to recede. 

Mr. PLUMB. What legislation did the Senate put on this bill other 
than the stenographers for the justices of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the whole provision about the Coast Survey, 
where the House proposed to make an entire change, was legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is there any legislation put on this bill by the Senate 
to which the House objects, other than providing stenographers for the 
judges of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not legislation, strictly speaking. 

Mr. PLUMB. Are they authorized now to have stenographers ? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are if we appropriate for them as tle Senator 
from Maine says. It does not require a special law to make stenogra- 

hers if we appropriate the money. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would strike out the words 
usual items;’’ they are liable to be very much misunderstood. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will strike out the words ‘‘ or unusual items.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish the Senator from Iowa would explain 
how he would consider himself instructed as one of the conferees with 
respect to the subject-matter that seems to be in dispute this morning 
in regard to the Senate amendment as to the Yellowstone Park appro- 
priation, and how are we to construe that section in reference to this 
matter? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
that resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read as it now stands. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the amendment I proposed. I do not 
want to have any more discussion. I think it raises new questions 
which I do not desire to have discussed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to cail attention to what I believe to be the 
only legislation upon the subject of the park which it is said we are 
to make appropriations to carry out, certainly all that has been passed 
in the last few years, and that is found on page 626 of the statutes of 
1583: 

For the protection and improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For 
every purpose and object necessary for the protection, preservation, and im- 

rovement of the Yellowstone National Park, including compensation of Super- 
intendent and employés, $40,000, $2,000 of said amount to be paid annually to a 
superintendent of said park and not exceeding $900 annually to each of ten 
assistants, all of whom shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
reside continuously in the park and whose duty it shall beto protect the game, 
timber, and objects of interest therein; the balance of the sum appropriated to 
be expended in the construction and improvement of suitable roadsand bridges 
within said park, under the supervision and direction of an engineer officer de- 
tailed by the Secretary of War for that purpose. 

I do not understand that that was a continuing provision. It did not 
create these offices exce»t for the year for which the appropriation was 
made. Succeeding that is a paragraph which the Senator from Mis- 
souri I think drew, and under which leases are made now: 


The Secretary of the Interior may lease small portions of ground in the park, 
not exceeding 10 acres in extent for each tract,on which may be erected botels 
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such lease shall not include any of the geysers or other SS or in- 
terest in said park, or exclude the public from the free and convenient approach 
thereto: or include any ground within one quarter of a mile of any of the gey- 
sers. or the Yellowstone Falls, nor shall there be leased more than 10 acres to 
any one person or corporation; nor shall any hotel or other buildings be erected 
within the park until such lease shall be executed by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and all contracts, agreements, or exclusive privileges heretofore made or 
given in regard to said park or any part thereof, are hereby declared to be in- 
valid; nor shall the Secretary of the Interior, in any lease which he may make 
and « + ute, - any exclusive privileges within said park, except upon the 
Rrouna euscu,. 

So that so far as the House provision is concerned it is not legislation 
any more than the Senate provision is legislation. There is nothing so 
far as the management of the park is concerned except to appropriate 
money to authorize a superintendent and assistants to be present there 
fur the purpose of carrying out the orders of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask the Senator from Kansas whether it is 
not the fact that the Superintendent of the park and his assistants or 
policemen have continued in charge of the park year after year under 
provisions in the appropriation bills? 

Mr. PLUMB. They have been there every year, because there has 
been an appropriation every year for their payment, but I do not under- 
stand the provision which I have read, which is the only one I know 
of, to be a continuing provision. In other words, there would be no 
office there if there was no appropriation. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then would not the result be if the Senate 
amendment to this bill should not be passed, there would be a com- 
plete abandonment of anything like government of that park? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think not, because the House provision provides 
for putting it under the control of the Secretary of War in the imme- 
diate charge of an engineer officer. What would undoubtedly happen 
in that case would be that a military post would be established there 
with soldiers around it, as everybody knows. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. Thatis not the provision. 
The House simply appropriates $20,000 for roads and dees nothing else. 
The result of that would be that unless the Secretary of the Interior, 
under the original act which established the park, should call upon the 
Secretary of War for troops, there would be no troops there. It is not 
put under the charge of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Even if there were troops there, there would 
be no method by which depredators could be arrested and taken to 
trial. 


Mr. PLUMB. The appropriation bill of 1883 further provides : 


The Secretary of War, upon the request of the Secretary of the Interior, is 
hereby authorized and directed to make the poy details of troops to pre- 
vent trespassers or intruders from entering the park for the purpose of destroy- 
ing the game or objects of curiosity therein, or for 7. other purpose prohibited 
by law, and to remove such persons from the park if found therein. 

That provision is a continuing provision, and it will be enforced 
whether we make any appropriation or not, and that is the only one 
which in my judgment is effective for the purpose of preventing tres- 
passes, and that will go on just the same as before. 

Mr. VEST. But it is manifestly obvious that it was not the inten- 
tion of Congress that the Secretary of War of his own motion or judg- 
ment should send troopsthere. We provided that the Secretary of the 
Interior should have control over the park, and that clause which the 
Senator has just read I drew, and it means this and nothing more, that 
if the Secretary of the Interior with his superintendent and ten assist- 
ants was not able to cope with the marauding parties who were then 
going into the park to destroy game, he could call on the Secretary of 
War for troops, but the Secretary of War has no soldiers there, and 
there has been no such thing asthatdone. The construction put upon 
that clause was not what the Senator from Kansas says. 

Mr. PLUMB. Under the provision of the House the natural and ob- 
vious result would be that the Secretary of War would establish a small 
post there under the charge of an engineer officer, and that post would 
have more or less soldiers just as the Secretary of War made the num- 
ber greater or smaller, and those men would perform the offices of po- 
lice, and I think do it more effectively than it is done by civilians and 
of course a great deal cheaper to the General Government than to have 
to pay from $40,000 to $100,000 a year for administration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri that the Senate recede from the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I make the motion that the Senate recede from the 
amendment in regard to the Yellowstone Park in the hope that it will 
be voted down. A negative vote is a vote in favor of the Senate amend- 
ment; an affirmative yote is a vote for the House provision. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not make it clearer by moving that the Sen- 
ate insist? 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will change 
his motion and move that the Senate insist. 

Mr. VEST. Very well, I do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri now 
moves that the Senate insist on its amendment in respect to the Yellow- 
gtone Park. 

' ‘The motion was agreed to. 
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That was included in my motion. 
sist on all the Senate amendments to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate insist on its amendments to the bill disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives. , 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move that the Senate ask for a further con- 
ference with the House of Representative: on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLison, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr. Beck were appointed. 


I move to in- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are in order, 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it in order now to move to proceed—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour is not yet con- 
cluded. By one construction it will be over in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re. 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ir R. 9129) granting a pension to Rebecca Wiswell; 

A bill (H. R. 7988) granting an increase of pension to Bryant Waters: 

A bill (H. R. 8180) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman: 
and 

A bill (H. R. 7696) for the relief of George W. Robaugh. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whem was referred the bill (H. R. 3280) to restrict the ownership :f 
real estate in the Territories to American citizens, and so forth, to m- 
port it with an amendment. I will state concerning that bill—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not take much time. I want 
to get up one of the pension matters. I objecttodebate. [have only 
ten minutes in which to make my motion, but I will not insist on the 
objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee ou Claims, submitted the follow- 
ing report: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of George 
Brown asking pay for property taken by the United States Army in 1862, hive 
carefully considered the same, and, in accordance with the resolution of |! eb- 
ruary 7, 1884, report as follows: 

That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provis ons 
of an act entitled “‘An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Ex- 


ecutive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against tho 
Government,” approved March 3, 1883. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2886) for the relief of the heirs 
of John R. Temple; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He-also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 81) making an appro- 
priation for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain )")' 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Capt. John Condon in regard to the jetties at the 
mouth of the Mississippi River, now before the Committee on the Judiciary, be 
at his request returned to him. 


On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 


Oniost, That the manuscripts of a compilation of the internal-revenue laws 
by Daniel R. Goodloe be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME ACCOUNTS. 
Mr. SEWELL submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the of the Treasury be directed to furnish the Senate 
at the next session of Congress an estimate of the amount due the Soldiers’ Home 
on the books of the Treasury Department, said estimate to be based on anioun's 
already ascertained for certain years,allowing for increase of number of men 
and increase of pay and bounties during and subsequent to the war. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask a question of the Senator mm 
New Jersey about that matter. We have appropriated money ©\«'y 
year for a number of 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it in order to object to the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 


CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS. 


Several Senators. “ Regular order!” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate ® 
resolution that comes over under the rule. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. Beck on the 3ist of July was read, 
as follows: 
Resolved, That at the next meeting of the Senate, after the routine morning 
business is disposed of, the Senate will under the provisions of Ru ° 
to the consideration of bills which ve passed the House of Representa 
favorably by the Senate committees. 


Reports of committees are still in 
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Mr. BECK. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that a resolution that comes up necessarily ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isa resolution that comes over | 
under the rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, sir—— 

Mr. MILLER. I rise toapoint of order. This resolution changes 
the rules of this body. It does not give notice of any such change at 
all. Itisasimple resolution. I make that point of order against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the res- | 
olution of the Senator from Kentucky is faulty in not having specified 
the rule it proposes to change. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps so; I do not know. I had it lie over one day, 
and I thought that was enough. I want to take up the House bills 
that have been passed by that body and reported favorably by our com- 
mittees, so as to do something. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire action on a few of the vetoed pension cases. 
I insist on my motion, if it is in order, to take up Order of Business 
1630, Senate bill 2005. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the resolution of 
the Senator from Kentucky is not in compliance with the rules, as it 
does not specify the rule which it proposes to change. 

Mr. BECK. Very well; let it go over. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution that comes over under objection. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. EpmMuNDs on the 31st 
of July, was read: 


Ordsxed, That on Monday, August 2, subject to conference reports and action 
thereon, the Senate will, immediately after the strict morning business, proceed 
to matters on the Calendar at No. 1565 and proceed therewith in order. The 
five-minute provision of Rule VIII shall apply to debate, and one objection shall 
be sufficient to pass the matter over, retaining its place. 

Mr. MILLER. I make the same point of order on that. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is of opinion that the same 
point of order will lie to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it will, but I expected to get general con- 
sent at the proper time. It may as well be ruled out of order. 

Mr. BECK. The Calendar is in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will beat 1 o'clock. The Chair 
lays before the Senate another resolution that comes over under the 
rule. 











RELATIONS BETWEEN LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. BLArR onthe 31st of July, 
was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to continue, 
with a view to its a during the ensuing vacation, the investigation of 
the between labor and capital authorized and directed by Senate reso- 
lutions of A 7, 1882, and February 26, 1883, with the same rights and pow- 
ers conferred by previous resolutions of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish that considered now, but I do not de- 
sire it to lose its rights. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 
INTERNATIONAL USE OF SILVER COINAGE. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Another resolution comes over under 
objection. 
The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. EVARtTSon July 31, were 
read: 


The resolution must take its place 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if he shall deem it compatible with 
the public interests, to open a correspondence with the principal commercial 
powers of Europe with the view of ascertaining their estimate of the effect now 
operating upon commercial exchanges, and the values of commodities therein 
ex , by the grea’ fall in silver bullion and the disuse of free silver coin- 
age, wh: progressively, from the demonetization of silver by Germany in 
1873, And, , by such correspondence, to ascertain whether such powers 
or any of them are , separately or in concert with others, either with or 
without the United States, to engage, either by domestic regulation or incerna- 
tional convention, in any movement toward the restoration of parity between 
gett ont silver in full function as intrinsic money, upon a ratio to be established 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if he shall deem it compatible with 
the public interests, to lay this correspondence before Congress at its next ses- 


sion. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President— 

Mr.BLAIR. I should like to inquire what the desire of the Senator 
from New York may be. Does he wish to have the resolutions consid- 
ered at this time? 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire them to be considered, and I hope they will 
be passed before the adjournment of the Senate. 
enn Is it the desire of the Senator to submit remarks at 

Mr. EVARTS. I gave notice that I should make a few observations. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not aware of that. I will yield. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, as we all remember, a debate was 
2s early in this session having relation to the general condition of 

currency, and especially of the silver coinage and its use as cur- 
Tency. Interesting speeches were made and various propositions were 
referred, as I understand, to the Committee on Finance. I had sup- 
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posed that during this session, either in the shape of some legislation 
which would come here from the House of Representatives or of some 
which might be introduced from a committee of the Senate, some ac- 


| tion and some debate looking to action might properly come about. 
> t ° 


Although I had not announced in sny manner that I proposed to take 
part in that debate, yet I had intended so to do, and I mention this 
now to foreclose any suggestion that I now des 
general considerations. 


The resolutions I have offered have in my mind only relation to one 


ire to open any of those 


situation, and that I think they should be applied to and asefully. As 
far as I can foresee, the very necessary consideration and an important 
one of coinage and currency will be a topic of first prominence in the 
next session of this body. I should have preferred that before the elee- 
tions for the House of Representatives which are to take place this fall 


there had been a fuller consideration and deliberation, and that some 
conclusions should have been presented as the views of the two Houses 
of Congress, whether resulting in legislation or not, upon this great 
subject. But the session comes to a close without any settlement of 
ideas on the general topic, and I do not propose to open it now. 

I have, however, thought that considerable progress has been made 
in the public mind on some matters on which there had been great dis- 
parity and a good deal sometimes of harsh expressions. I believe a 
good deal has passed out of the minds of men as being the prominent 
topics to be dealt with as bearing upon the patronage of the silver 
mines or their products. I think agood deal alsohas passed out of at- 
tention as to the necessary importance of the question of the payment 
of interest on the public debt in silver as by law it may be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
pause fora moment. The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived, it is the 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business of 
yesterday. 

TheCuierCLerK. ‘Abill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of 
fractional parts of a gallon of distilled spirits.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. IftheSenatorfrom New York desires to proceed with 
his remarks, | have no objection to the bill being laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the pending 
bill will be laid aside informally to proceed with the consideration of 
the pending resolutions. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EVARTS. Therefore, as it seems to me, when the new session 
commences we shall be enabled to take up the question on what basis 
our currency in respect of the two metals and in respect of the paper 
money of the United States isto be made. Preparatory I have desired 
to ask the attention of the Senate to the position in which the matter 
was left by the conference of 1881. At the close of those deliberations 
four resolutions were presented as the concurrent views of the delegates 
of the United States and of France, and as the opinions, as they pre- 
sented them, of the governments of those two great nations, not bind- 
ing them, or either of them, but as a presentation of the conclusions 
to which they had concurrently come in view of the debates which had 
been conducted at large and also in the conference itself. As those 
resolutions are brief I will ask the attention of the Senate to them 
while I read them: 


Mr. Evarts, on behalf of the delegates of France and of the United States of 
America, read the following declaration. 

The delegates of France and of the United States, in the name of their respect- 
ive Governments, make the following declaration : 

1, The depreciation and great fluctuations in the value of silver relatively to 
gold, which of late years have shown themselves, and which continue to exist, 
have been, and are, injurious to commerce and tothe general prosperity, and 
the establishment and maintenance of a fixed relation of value between silver 
and gold would produce most important benefits to the commerce of the wor!d. 

2. A convention, entered into by an important group of states, by which they 
should agree to open their mints to free and unlimited coinage of both silver 
and gold, at a fixed proportion of weight between the gold and silver contained 
in the monetary unit of each metal, and with full legal-tender faculty to the 
money thus issued, would cause and maintain a stability in the relative value 
of the two metals suitable to the interests and requirements of the commerce of 
the world. 

3. Any ratio, now or of late in use by any commercial nation, if adopted by 
such important group of states, could be maintained; but the adoption of the 
ratio of 15} to 1 would accomplish the principal object with less disturbance in 
the monetary systems to be affected by it than any other ratio. 

4. Without considering the effect which might be produced toward the de- 
sired object by a lesser combination of states, a cou vention which should in- 
elude Engiand, France, Germany, and the United States, with the concurrence 
of other states, both in Europe and on the American continent, which this com- 
bination would assur>, would be adequate to produce and maintain throughout 
the commercial world the relation between the two metals that such conven- 
tion should adopt. 


If I am at all right in thinking that the gen 
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United States, France, Great Britain, British India, Switzerland, Canada, Greece, 
Italy, the Netherlands, Portugal, Russia, Sweden, Norway, considering that the 
declarations made by several of the delegates have been in the name of their 
governments; y c é 

That these declarations all admit the expediency of taking various measures 
in concert, under reservation of the entire freedom of action of the different 
governments; 

That there is ground for believing that an understanding may be established 
between the states which have taken part in the conference ; 

But that it is expedient to suspend its meetings ; 

That, in fact, the monetary situation may, as to some states, call for the in- 
tervention of governmental action, and that there is reason for giving an op- 
portunity at present for diplomatic negotiations ; 

Adjourns to Wednesday, 12th April, 1882, 


Probably to thestage of possible agreement tending to what was always 
and everywhere admitted to be a desirable result as far as conference 
could go, we had then advanced; but the general opinion of the delegates 
of all these states was that an interval of a year might be and should be 
usefully occupied by diplomatic correspondence and bringing the govern- 
ments themselves to a fair and frank statement of what they either would 
do or would not do, what they would desire to aim at or what they 
would not. Circumstances in the disaster to the President of the United 
States, President Garfield, and the interruption of representation in the 
administration of the State Department, among other reasons, probably 
rendered any movement during that year not serious or important. So, 
too, subsequently no great advance was made by this Government in 
that direction, nor was there an active movement on the part of any of 
the great powers in Europe. Great Britain was occupied with its do- 
mestic subjects which still engross its interest, and Germany was then 
occupied as well with knitting together the frame of the great imperial 
power which had recently been established. 

Mr. President, all I seek by these resolutions is that in the interval 
between the adjournment now and the reassembling of Congress in 
December the executive government, if the President shall be so in- 
clined and advised, may not enter upon any other or further negotia- 
tions than by correspondence, to ascertain, so that when we meet to- 
gether we may know, whatever may be our wishes one way or the 
other, what responsible attitude toward this subject the great com- 
mercial powers of Europe are disposed to take. If their answers be in 
favor of concert with this or that degree of interest and this or that 
method of execution, very well, or if their answers be that they see no 
opportunity and no occasion for undertaking concurrent regulation 
either at home or abroad on the subject, then we meet in that situa- 
tion. 

I submit, after an interval of five years, since 1881 to the present 
time, if we shall be advised that there is nointent or purpose on the 
part of the foreign powers to enter into a redress of this divergence be- 
tween the two metals, then we shall be confronted, and properly, with 
the practical question of what this nation proposes to do with it. Be- 
yond that these resolutions do not go, nor do they carry any color. 
‘They ask simply as to the situation as it now stands in 1836, what the 
disposition of these great powers is. 

In 1876, when the domestic commission of which the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. JonEs] was the chairman completed its examination and 
made its report, and when the English commission, occupied with some- 
what the same subject, made their report, I do not think that I mis- 
represent the general attitude and feeling of all engaged in that inves- 
tigation as indicated in their reports when I say that the divergence 
between gold and silver was imputed in good part at least to the tem- 
porary and commercial reasons, and that the divergence would not per- 
sist, or certainly would not progress. 

The feeling undoubtedly in Europe when the conference of 1881 was 
brought to a close did not contemplate a continuous and persistent di- 
vergence between these two metals; but it is now evident from the 
largeness of the divergence, from its progress, and from its persistency, 
that it is not to be attributed to circumstantial incidents in the pro- 
duction of the two metals or in the exchanges of commerce. 

I may perhaps not receive the entire concurrence of the Senators in 
expressing my opinion that the only fact and act which has substan- 
tially disturbed the parity which was maintained for so many years 
without conventions between the two metals was the intervention by 
positive act of Germany. Germany intervened first in 1857, and in the 
opposite direction. The immense development of gold, as we remem- 
ber, had led speculative and scientific observers of the subject to a con- 
clusion that an inundation of gold was apparent. Germany then took 
its position under the lead of those doctrinaires and in favor of silver 
as its own and single standard, fearing the increased profusion of gold. 
No disturbance tock place from that, because the situation not chang- 
ing that of England nor affecting at all that of France, had perhaps put 
the concurrence of parity ona little better footing than if Germany had 
not taken that position. 

_ The progress in a few years showed that that alarm about the profa- 
sion of gold was entirely chimerical, and that all that was needed was 
that the doctrinaires should ieave things alone, unaffected by the in- 
tervention of positive law, for the to come about in the two 
metals being able to balance one another. 

In 1873, upon an announcement made in 1871, Germany then dis- 
carded her sole and universal system of silver as the standard and took 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 2, 
gold as the sole standard, and, as I imagine, without anticipation of 
any greater disturbance to the world taking place by that act than had 
followed its action in 1857, excepting that the interest of Germany as 
governing its course in 1857 in espousal of silver was anew and to 
be again applied, that is, the same interest in the opposite direction py 
the profusion of silver, and meditating no disturbance to the value ¢¢ 
its own silver or disturbance of the intercourse of commerce. 

I do not intend to trench in the least upon any of these doctrines 
I only wish to ask attention to the situation of silver as standing at 
that time. The par at 15} between gold and silver, which is the ratio 
of France, makes 60] pence equivalent to an ounce of silver in gold. 
As the matter stood in 1876, when the silver commission here and tho 
silver commission in England were deliberating upon the situation 
fluctuating month by month, in that year the average was about 54 t¢ 
55 pence an ounce. That was the situation under view when these 
deliberations by the two nations of England and ourselves in their do- 
mestic examinations treated the subject. To-day the last quotation of 
silver gives it but 42} pence value in the bullion market, and our si|- 
ver dollar compared with the gold dollar is now worth—in this bullion 
estimate I mean—71 cents and about a quarter of a cent. You will ob. 
serve then this fall of bullion from 60, which is the par of 154 between 
gold and silver, down to 42} is a full amount of a third, certainly of 39 
per cent. 

The different stages that we have passed through when silver was 
worth with us 93 cents, and then 87 cents, and then 85 cents, and then 
80 cents, and then 77, 75, where it lingered for a long while, unti! 
now at 71, have, as it seems to me, removed from practical considera- 
tion any idea that this redress between the metals, if desirable, could 
be accomplished by coining a larger and heavier dollar. I say that 
these different stages in the decline of silver, proceeding quite beyond 
the calculations of either the friends of silver or those who are in favor 
of gold, have removed, it seems to me, practically from sensible con- 
sideration the question whether the redress between the metals could 
be accomplished by coining a heavier dollar. We should have seen 
under that instruction, which was really a sentiment of a very large 
part of the most intelligent people in this country, a dollar coined at 
93 and then by the same reasoning at 85, and then at 80, and then at 
75, and then again at 70, if it should fall. 

I think it must be apparent that this idea of producing a parity in 
circulation by a conformity in weight is an impossible transaction and 
does not meet the exigency at all. Of course for trivial variations there 
might need to be, and there might come about after long experience 
and observation a readjustment, but I think it must be made apparent 
that if a parity and use of the two metals is to be accomplished it must 
be accomplished by the power of law which is the power that assigns 
and measures the value of money as money. 

One point I will suggest in support of the idea, that there was an 
expectation that a beneficial result might be accomplished by putting 
more weight of silver without any change of convention or of law, and 
that is from the report of the minority of the monetary commission in 
which a very distinguished professor, Mr. Bowen, and a distinguished 
gentleman, my friend, now the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. (1zsoN) 
gave the result, and this was one part of that recommendation, rec- 
ommending that 345.06 grains of pure silver legal tender should be 
put in the dollar, a modification of currency, and that it should bea 
legal tender upto$20. There seems to have been all around an opinion 
that the variations were not so vast but that they might be accommo- 
dated to one another by an arrangement of coinage. A modification 
also reducing the value of gold from 23.2 grains to 22.6 grains of pure 
gold to the dollar was suggested by this enlightened professor in which 
this enlightened Senator concurred. I do not criticise the matter at 
all excepi in the point of view that there might have been a general 
concurrence in a feeling that an accommodation might be made by a0 
adjustment of the coinage. : 

Mr. President, as I think that the opinions of mankind in every 
great nation are an important element of its financial and its money 
arrangements, it seems to me that when we meet next December we 
should be to determine whether we are further to expect any 
adjustment by convention or by co-operative action of the great powe's 
of Europe with this nation, and if we are satisfied there is no reliable 
determination in that regard, then we should take up and debate and 
settle the whole basis of our currency and of our coinage. It is simp'Y 
in that view that I have asked that these resolutions might be )\' 
upon their passage, that we might not longer deliberate and doubt * 
to whether we were to grapple with this great subject by ourselves °! 
in concurrence with others. In whatever alternative of that resu's 
all of us I think will be disposed to regard the subject as one 0! the 
most momentous which can attend the action of any nation. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. I propose the following amendment—— a 

Mr. ALDRICH. If thisdiscussion is to continue I shall have to °” 
ject to the further consideration of the resolution at the present ()"'* 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). o 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] proposes an amendment, W)'< 
will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘Resolved,’’ in the first line, it is 
proposed to insert the words ** by the Senute (the House of Representatives 
ing).?? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the matter is to be discussed further, I shall 
have to ask that the resolutions go over until to-morrow. 
Mr. EUSTES. I understood that the resolutions were up for the con- 

sideration of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The unfinished business was laid aside informally, 
by unanimous consent, to allow the Senator from New York to finish 
his remarks, and for no other purpose. 

Mr. BECK. I should be very glad to see the resolutions go over 
until to-morrow. I wish to read the speech of the Senator from New 
York before I suggest any amendment, but it has occurred to me that 
perhaps I would move to strike out all after the word ‘‘ Resolved’ and 
insert: 

That Prince Bismarck be respectfully requested to advise the American Con- 

how best to destroy silver coinage. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is avery important amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the res- 
olutions are being considered by unanimous consent, as the business 

perly before the Senate is the unfinished business of Saturday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I feel obliged to object to their further considera- 
tion. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New York a 
question, if the Senator from Rhode Island will permit. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
withdraw his objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the purpose of allowing the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Grpson ] to ask a question. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis] has been recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object if the Senator insists on having the floor. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I did not hear the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was willing to yield to the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Gipson] to ask the Senator from New York a question, but I ob- 
ject to any further discussion of the resolutions at this time. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does the Senator object to my making a statement 
explaining the object of my amendment ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The resolutions are to be debated, and must go 
over, and might as well go over now and be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If objection is made and insisted upon 
the resolutions must go over until to-morrow. The Chair will lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business which was in order at 1 o’ clock. 


TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional 
parts of a gallon of distilled spirits. 

Mr. BLAIR. With the consent of the Senator—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. This bill will be finished in a few moments. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it is understood that it will be finished soon, I shall 
not move now to take up the pension cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certain amendments have been reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated. 

The first amendment was, in line 6, after the words “‘ first day of,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ May, 1886,’’ and insert ‘‘ the second month succeeding 
the month in which this act is approved; ’’ so as to read: 

That in lieu of the existing law taxing certain fractional parts of a gallon of 
distilled spirits and exempting from taxation certain other parts of a gallon, all 


mal parts of a gallon of distilled spirits produced on or after the first day 
= the second month succeeding the month in which this act is approved shail 


Does the Senator from Rhode Island 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 13, after the words “‘said first day 
of,” to strike out ‘‘ May, 1886,”’ and insert ‘‘ the second month succeed- 
ing the month in which this act is approved;’’ so as to read: 

And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall thereafter assess, monthly, 


against each distiller, owner, or person having them in possession, a tax of 9) 
pea upon each n, or wine-gallon when below proof, which the frac- 


u of a gallon contained in cakes or pack of distilled spirits pro- 
spo ; packages Pp k 


duced distiller on or after said first day of the second month succeeding 
the month in which this act is approved, and withdrawn from distillery ware- 
neues or from special bonded warehouse upon payment of tax, or upon which 
tax has otherwise become payable, during the preceding month, may ag- 
together with the rtionate tax upon any final fraction of a gallon 

ond the number of gallons aggregated; and the Commissioner of In- 
imal Revenue, with the wal of the Secretary of the Treasury: shall make 

nee to carr. 
abn such warehousing bonds as are y 


amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add as new sections the following: 


Sec, —. That the provisions of an act entitled “An act relating to the produc- 
tion of fruit-brandy, and to punish frauds connected with the same,” approved 
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| or peaches: Provided, That each of the warehous 
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wandy distilled from apples 
established under said act, 
1 charge either of a store- 
etion of the Commissioner 





March 3, 1877, be extended and made applicable t« 


or which may hereafter be established, shall be 
keeper or of a storekeeper and gauger, at the dis 
of Internal Revenue. 

Sec, —. That any producer of pure sweet wines, 
ized to separate from fermented grape-juice, under 
spirits, may use, free of tax, under such regulation 
notices and bonds, together with the keeping of si 
of such reports as to materials and products, as t 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
much of such wine-spirits so separated by him in t 
wine as may be necessary to fortify the same for the | 
matter contained therein: Provided, ‘That the wir 
shall not be in excessof the amount required to int: 
an alcoholic strength equal to 14 per cent. of the volt 
use: Provided further, That such wine, after such fo 
more than 24 per cent. of alcohol, as defined by sect 
utes of the United States: Provided further, That s 
from tax shall be confined to the months of Augus 
vember, December, January, February, March, anc 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in determining 
of fermented grape-juice to assessment under sectic 
utes of the United States, is authorized to allow sucl 
putation for the wine-spirits used by him in prepar 
provisions of this section. 

Sec. —. That the wine-spirits mentioned in section 
resulting from the distillation of fermented grape-ju 
clude the product commonly known as grape-brandy 
that may be fortified free of tax,as provided by said s 
juice which does not contain any substance introduced before, during, or after 
fermentation as a substitute for grapes or fermented ,rape-juice, nor any color- 
ing matter not produced from grapes during the process of wine-making, nor 
any ingredient known to be deleterious to the health of consumers, and which 
does contain not less than 4 per cent. of saccharine matter, which saccharine 
strength may be determined by testing, with Balling’s saccharometer or must- 
seale,such sweet wine,after evaporation of the spirit contained therein, and 
restoring the sample tested to original volunve by addition of water. 

Sec.—. That any person who shall use wine-spirits, as defined by section 4 of 
this act, or other spirits,on which the internal-revenue tax has not been paid, 
otherwise than within the limitations set forth in section 3 of this act and in ac- 
cordance with the regulations made pursuant to thisact, shall be liable to a pen- 
alty of double the amount of the tax on the wine-spirits or otherspiritsso unlaw- 
fully used. Whenever it is impracticable in any case to ascertain the quantity 
of wine-spirits or other spirits that has been used in violation of this act in mixt- 
ures with any wines,all alcohol contained in such unlawful mixtures of wine 
with wine-spirits or other spirits in excess of 10 per cent. shall be held to be un- 
lawfully used: Provided, however, That if water has been added to such unlawful 
mixtures, either before, at the time of, or after such unlawful use of wine-spirits 
or other spirits, all the alcohol contained therein shall be considered to have 
been unlawfully used. In reference to alcoholicstrength of winesand mixtures 
of wines with spirits in this act, the measurement is inten:ied to be according to 
volume, and not according to weight. 

Sec. —. That under such regulations and official supervision, and upon the 
execution of such entries and the giving of such bonds, bills of lading, and 
other security as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, any producer of puresweet wines, 
as defined by this act, may withdraw wine-spirits from any special bonded 
warehouse, free of tax, in original packages, in any quantity not less than 80 
wine-gallons, and may use so much of the same as may be required by him, 
under such regulations, and after the filing of such not'ces and bonds, and 
the keeping of such records, and the rendition of such reports as to materials 
and products and the disposition of the same as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, 
in fortifying the pure sweet wines made by him, and for no other purpose, in 
accordance with the limitations and provisions as to uses, amount to be used, 
and period for using the same set forth in section 3 of this act; and the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, with theapproval of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, is authorized, whenever he shall deem it to be necessary forthe prevention 
of violations of this law, to prescribe that wine-spirits withdrawn under this 
section, or any other spirits, shall not be used to fortify wines except at a cer- 
tain distance prescribed by him from any distillery, rectifyinz-house, winery, or 
other eutabtiahment used for producing or storing distilled «spirits, or for mak- 
ing or storing wines other than wines which are so fortified, and that in the 
building in which such fortification of wines is practiced no wines or spirits 
other than those permitted by his regulation shall be stored. The use of wine- 
spirits free of tax for the fortification of sweet wines under t!\is act shall be be- 
gun and completed at the place of original production where the grape-juice is 
fermented, under the immediate supervision of an officer of internal revenue, 
who shall make returns describing the kinds and quantities of wine so fortified, 
and shall affix such stamps and seals to the packages containing such wines as 
may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
shall provide by regulations the time within which wines so fortified with the 
wine-spirits so withdrawn may be subject to inspection, and for final account- 
ing for the use of such wine-spirits, and for rewarehousing or for payment of 
the tax on any portion of such wine-spirits which reraain not used in fortifying 
pure sweet wines. 

Sec.—. That wine-spirits may be withdrawn from special bor 
at the instance of any person desiring to use the same to fortify any wines, in 
accordance with commercial demands of foreign markets, whe: such wines are 
intended for exportation, without the payment of tax on the amount of wine- 
spirits used in such fortification, under such regulations, and after making such 
entries and executing and filing with the collector of the district from which the 
removal is to be made such bonds and bills of lading, and giving such other ad- 
ditional security to prevent the use of such wine-spirits free of tax otherwise 
than in the fortification of wine intended for exportation, and for ‘he due ex porta- 
tion of the winese fortified, as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury: and all of the 
provisions of law governing the exportation of distilled spirits free of tax, sofar 
as applicable, shall apply to the withdrawal and use of wine-spirits and the ex- 
portation of the same in accordance with this section; and the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue is authorized, subject to approva! by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to prescribe that wine-spirits intended for the fortification of wines 
under this section shall not be introduced into such wines except ander the im- 
mediate supervision of an officer of internal revenue, who shali make returns 
describing tie kinds and quantities of wine so fortified, and shall affix such 
stamps and seals to the packages containing such wines as may be prescribed 
by the Commissiontr of Internal Revenue. with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. Wheneversuch wine-spirits are withdrawn as provided herein 
for the fortification of wines intended for exportation by sea, they shail be in- 
troduced into such wines only after removal from storage and arrival alongside 
ot the vessel which is to transport the same; and wheuever transportation of 
such wines is to be effected by land carriage, the Commirsioner of | nternal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe such 
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regulations as to sealing packages and vehicles containing the same, and as to 
supervision of transportation from the point of departure, which point shall be 
determined as the place where such wine-spirits may be introduced into such 
wines, to the point of destination, as may be necessary to insure the due expor- 
tation of such fortified wines, 

Sac.—. That all poovitions of law relating to the reim: tion of any goods 
of domestic growth or manufacture which were originally liable to an internal- 
revenue tax shall be, as far as applicable, enforced against any domestic wines 
sought to be reimported; and duty shall be levied and collected upon the same 
to the extent of the distilled spirits contained therein which were originally lia- 
ble to internal-revenue tax; and in case it is impracticable to determine the ex- 
act amount of such distilled spirits liable to tax, the rule for lev: the duty 
thereon at the port of entry shall be by considering all thealcohol in such wines, 
other than sweet wines, in excess of 15 per cent., to be subject to duty at the rate 
of 90 cents per proof gallon, or at the same rate for each fractional gallon ; and 
all domestic wines containing more than 24 per cent. of alcohol sought to be re- 
imported from foreign countries shall be classed as alcoholic liquors, and taxed 
at the port of entry at the rate of 90 cents per wine gallon for each gallon of such 
liquors, if not exceeding in strength that of proof spirits, and if exceeding the 
strength of proof spirits, then at the rate of 90 cents proof gallon: Provided, 
however, That if any distilled spirits have been added to such wines of domestic 
growth after they have been exported to foreign ports, or if such wines have 
been compounded with any foreign wines or other substances not produced 
from grapes, the rate of duty levied and collected on the same, when reimported, 
shall be equal to that levied and collected on foreign products of a similar na- 
ture, 

Sec. —. That any person using wine-spirits or other spirits which have not 
been tax-paid, in fortifying wine otherwise than as provided for in this act, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be punished for 
each offense by a fine of not less than $200 nor more than $2,000, and for every 
offense other than the first also by imprisonment for not less than thirty days 
nor more than one year. 

Sec. —. That wine-spirits used in fortifying wines may be recovered from such 
wine only on the premises of a duly authorized grape-brandy distiller; and for 
the purpose of such reeovery wines so fortified may be received as material on 
the premises of such a distiller, on a special permit of the collector of internal 
revenue in whose district the distillery is located; and the distiller will be held 
to pay the tax on a product from such wine as will include both the alcoholic 
strength therein produced by the fermentation of the grape-juice and that ob- 
tained from the added distilled spirits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I ask that the sections may be numbered consecu- 
tively from the beginning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thesections will benumbered in their 
consecutive order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 


and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 


The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALDRICH, 
Mr. Jonngs, of Nevada, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary 
to ‘‘An act to alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place 
for holding the several courts thereof; and to the bill (H. R. 6664) to 
increase the naval establishment. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had ap- 
pointed Mr. PAYSON one of the conferees on the of the House on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United 
States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to 
Puget Sound and to restore the same to settlement, and for other pur- 
poses, in place of Mr. FisHEr, erroneously announced to the Senate. 


EXPORT TOBACCO, 


Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8585) to provide for the inspection of tobacco, cigars, 
and snuff, and to repeal section 3151 of the Revised Statutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that manufactured 
tobacco, snuff, and cigars may be removed for export to a foreign coun- 
try without payment of tax, under such regulations, and the making 
of such entries, and the filing of such bonds and bills of lading as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall prescribe; and repeals section 3151 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. {I wish to inquire if this is the bill which was re- 
committed to the Committee on Finance? fs 

Mr. MAHONE. No; it is not. 

_Mr. BECK. I can not hear. Iam trying to hear. I reported the 
bill. I ask what the Senator from Illinois said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair), The 
Senator from Illinois asked whether this was the bill which was re- 
committed a day or two since, 

Mr. CULLOM. I noticed that it referred to tobacco. 

Mr. BECK. This is another bill which was passed by the House, 


referred to the Committee on Finance, and reported unanimously by 
me from that committee the other day. . 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed from the reading that it was the bil] ro. 
committed a day or two agoon motion of the Senator from Rhode Is]. 
and [Mr. ALDRICH] in oposition to the wish of the Senator from [oy j.;. 
ana | Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is due tothe Senate and to the public at Jaron 
and the newspapers especially, who may fall into error, to state th; 
there are three bills relating to tobacco pending either in the Finance 
Committee or before the Senate. This bill simply allows the ex porta. 
tion of tobacco without the payment of the tax, and also repeals the 
section of the statutes which provides for the inspection of to} o> 
be exported, a provision which is a totally useless expense to the m 
ufacturer without protecting the Government. It is recommended py 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that the section be repealed 
Of the other two bills, one relates to the mode of packing cut tobaceo 
in 10-pound packages, which was recommitted to the Committee on 
Finance and will no doubt remain there during the rest of the session. 
The other is to give a drawback for domestic articles exported. Th; 
bill also remains in committee, and no reportis made upon it. I think 
there will be no objection from any quarter so far as I know tothe jj] 
now under consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. WHEELER. 


>to 


in- 


Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent to take up a little bill whic) 
has been passed by the House and reported unanimously by the Senate 
Committee on Military Affairs. Itis the bill (H. R. 822) for the relics 
of William H. Wheeler. I hope it may be allowed to be passed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. 
session. 

Mr. BECK. Donotaskforthatnow. I have to goaway to a confer- 
ence, and this is a little bill involving only four or five hundred dollars 

Mr. INGALLS. I will yield to the Senator from Kentucky, as he 
has to return to a committee of conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iobject. I will say to the Senator that I have been 
for a long time endeavoring —— 

Mr. BECK. All right. 


It is important that there should be an exeentiye 


to take up the bill. , 

Mr. BECK. It is a little bill reported unanimously from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and I may be out of the Senate in conference 
the rest of the day. 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 do not object, but the Senator will see that I hav 
been laboring under embarrassment and difficulty for a long time. | 
withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BECK. Iam very much obliged. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay William H. Wheeler, of 
Warren County, Kentucky, $633.50, for quartermaster’s stores furnished 
the United States Army in the year 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAINT LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2611) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Saint Louis River at the most accessible point between the States 0! 
Minnesota and Wisconsin. The bill provides for a bridge at Dulut 
and is in conformity with all the recommendations of the Department 
and the engineers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present om 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand it will take but a moment. Bi 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Who’. 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend: 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, after the word ‘‘act’’ in |'% 
17, to strike out the remainder of the section in the following wo": 


e 


d what 


eH 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 3, line 2, after the sword “ draw 
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pridge,””? to strike out the words ‘‘the same’’ and insert ‘‘ and;’’ so as 


to read: 

That if any bridge built under this act shall be constructed as a draw-bridge, 
and shall be constructed asa pivot draw-bridge, with a draw over the main chan- 
nel of the river at an accessible and the best navigable point, and with spans of 
pot less than 110 feet in length in the clear on each side of the central or pivot 
pier of the draw. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 7, after the word “ pro- 
vided,” to strike out the word ‘‘ also.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. : ; : ; 

The next amendment was to strike out section 5, in the following 
words: 

Src. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and the right to require any changes in said structure, at the expense 
of the owners thercof, whenever Congress shall decide that the public interests 
require it, is also expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert, as section 6: 


sec, 6. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative tothe passage of railroad 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring 
such use, shall fail to upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rulesand 
conditions to which shall conform in using said bridge, ail matters at issue 
between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 8, in the following 
words: 

Sec. 8. That this act shall take effect and be in force from anc after its pas- 
sage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments 
were concurred in. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
NAVAL CALET-ENGINEERS. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to call up for consideration the joint 
resolution (S. R. 60) for the purpose of temporarily increasing the num- 
ber of assistant engineers in the United States Navy by restoring certain 
cadet-engineers named therein to their legal rights and to their proper 
ofiice and rank in the United States Navy, authorizing and directing 
the President to appoint such cadet-engineers (graduates) assistant en- 
gineers, to commission them as such, and to antedate their commis- 
sions. It is a very important measure, touching twenty-one naval ofli- 
cers, who, by the action of the Secretary of the Navy were turned out 
of the service, and, by the action of the court, restored. I do not think 
it will provoke any discussion. It has been ordered by the court and 
recommended by the Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the joint resolution open to objection at this time ? 
If it is, I object to its consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. A majority can take it up. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution can be consid- 
ered by a majority vote, under the rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to its consideration. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move that the joint resolution be taken up, 
notwi ing the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the Senate to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Pending that motion, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice, if the Senator will permit me, 
by unanimous consent, that I shall move at the first opportunity to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2171) to provide for inquests 
under national authority, and shall resist all applications for taking 
up the time of the Senate except,those made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire with his ion bills. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kansas please give me 
one moment before he moves to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
Uve business ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas with- 
draw the motion ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I will temporarily withdraw it for the purpose of 
enabling the Senator from New Jersey to say anything, but I shall in- 
‘ston the mation being put. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to say that these young naval officers 
Were turned out of the Navy by the law of 1882, under the construc- 
ton placed upon it by the then of the Navy. An appeal as 
made to the court, and the court ruled that they were not out of vue 
=— The condition of the matter is simply this: The classes of 1882, 

583, and 1884 have been to places which belong to these 
young men. To continue this condition of things longer will simply 
Complicate the Navy still further and make it more difficult in the fut- 
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| Mr. VOORHEES. 
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ure to place them back where they properly belong. The Government 
has done an injury to these men, and in order that the Navy Depart- 
ment may do them justice it is proposed to pass the joint resolution. 
It is recommended by the Secretary of the Navy and by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of both Houses. ; 7 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to say further-—— 


— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas has the 
floor. Does the Senator from Kansas yield ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Kansas I am quite sure will 
yield to me for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 


to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. INGALLS. For a moment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am satisfied if the Senate understood 
plicity of action asked for these young gentlemen by the Senator from 
New Jersey, and at the same time their high merit ar.d the cruelty it 
would be not to allow them this action at this session, there would be 
no objection at all to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is fulfilling the action of the court. 

It is fulfilling the action of the highest court of 


12 § 


this Government in behalf of these young gentlemen, and we should 
not deprive them of their rank and of their avocation in life. I can 
conceive of no higher appeal that could be made to the sense of justice 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator from New 


Jersey. Iam with him and the Senator from Indiana upon this reso- 
lution; but I have just been informed by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAWES] that if this bill comes up he will move to put upon 
it all those other cadets who were disposed of after a long debate in the 
Senate; and if that is done, of course this will open the whole question 
and will take agreat while. SoI suggest to the Senator that he with- 
draw his motion for the present. 
Mr. INGALLS. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 

the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
EMILY J. STANNARD. 
Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make a conference report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily 
C. Stannard having met, after full and free conference have been unable to 
agree, 

H. W. BLAIR, 

W. J. SEWELL, 

E. K. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 

H. B. LOVERING, 

W. P. TAULBEE, 

E. N. MORRILL, 
Managers on the pari of the House. 


Mr. BLAIR. The matter between the House and Senate is this: 
| The Senate passed a bill giving this widow $100 a month pension. 
The House have amended the bill by substitating $50 for $100, and it 
has been in conference. 

| The committees have disagreed, and the House has asked a further 
conference. It is thought best by the friends of the claimant to accede 
to the House amendment, and, therefore, I move that the Senate re- 
cede from its disagreement to the House amendment, and that the 
House amendment be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amend- 
ment, and that the House amendment be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask to take from the table the bill relative to a public 
building in Springfield, Mass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend ments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (5. 263) providing for the 

erection of a public building at Springfield, Mass.; which were read. 

Mr. DAWES. This is a Senate bill which passed fixing the amount 
of the cost of the site and building at $150,000. The House of Repre- 
sentatives has cut that down to $125,000 and put a further restriction 
upon the bill that nothing can be done untila site and plan for a baild- 
ing not to cost more than $125,000 all told shall be completed. This 
is fatal to the object of the bill. It is impossible to construct such a 
building for that sum in Springfield, Mass. I am prepared to satisfy 
the Senate that they ought not to agree with the House amendments, 
but under the circumstances surrounding the enactment of public build- 
ing bills at the present time, and at the request of the Representative 
from that district in the other House, I move a reference of this bill 
with the House amendments to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, without any expectation of a report at this session. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishbould like to add to what my colleague has said on 
that subject that I concur in this reference which he has moved, solely 
because I am informed by the Representative who represents Spring- 
field in the other House that it is the desire of the Springfield people 
that this subject shall go to the committee, in order that they may be 
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able to present more fully their views in regard to it than they can at 
this moment, and also in order that the bill may go to the Executive 
at a time when his attention may be called carefully and precisely to 
the distinction between this case and a case which he has vetoed, which 
there would not be time for at the present session of Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Those are the reasons, in addition to those I have 
stated, which operate on my colleague and myself. 

The motion to refer to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House further insisted upon its disagreement 
to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9478) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pu ; insisted upon its 
amendments to the amendments numbered 74 and 78 to the said bill 
disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. RANDALL, Mr, ForRNEy, and Mr. RYAN managers at the 
further conference cn the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
201) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of An- 
napolis, Md. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary to “‘an act to 
alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place for holding 
the several courts thereof; and 

A bill (H. R. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 82) making ad- 
ditional appropriation for purchase of site for Congressional Library; 
which wes read the first time by its title, and the second time at length, 
as foilows: 

Whereas under the provisions of an act of Congress “authorizing the con- 
struction of a building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library,” 
approved April 15, 1886, the sum of $550,000 was appropriated for the purchase 
of a site for the Congressional Library; and 

Whereas in the proceedings in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
had in pursuance of said act, the amount of damages has been assessed at about 
$35,000 in excess of the amount so appropriated: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
tca in Congress assembled, That the additional sum of $35,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, be, and the same is ey oye out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a site for the 
Congressional Library, to be immediately available. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, who is chairman of the Library commission, may be printed 
in the REcorRD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there 
be no objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, August 2, 1836. 

Sir: In view of the fact that the second jury appointed by the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia to assess dam to property in squares 729, 730, 
and 731, for site of building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library, 
have placed said at a sum of about $35,000 in excess of the appropria- 
tion of $550,000, heretofore made for such ——— I have the honor to recom- 
mend, and beg leave to urge, that an additional appropriation of from $35,000 to 
$40,000 be made as soon as practicable to enable the commission to complete the 
purchase of said squares without further delay. 


It is further —— that the proceeds of sale of old material upon the site 
in question may be made available for disbursement by the commission for any 

urposes contemplated by the act notwithstanding the provisions of section 

18 Revised Statutes, 

Very respectfully, 
L. Q. C. LAMAR, 
Secretary of the Interior, Chairman Library Commission. 
Tion. D. W. Voorness, 
Chairman Library Commitlee, United States Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. INGALILS. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four hours and thirty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

A. K, CUTTING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

message from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 


panying papers, was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 


To the Senate of the United States : 
In response to the resolution of your honorable body of the 26th ultimo I trans- 


Aveust 2, 


mita report of the Secretary of State, with accompanying rs, commun icati; 
the information possessed by the Department of State Weoneetaine ies “a 
illegal detention of A. K. Cutting,an American citizen, by the Mexican auth... 
ties at El Paso del Norte,” and as to the further inquiry contained in said r... 
lution “ whether any additional United States troops have been recently ord... 
to Fort Bliss,” I answer in the negative. - atcataaee 


GROVER CLEVELAND 
Execurive Mansion, Washington, August 2, 1886, ; 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. | 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had o,, 
the 31st ultimo approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8S. 948) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Moody; 

An act (S. 1112) granting a pension to Phebe H. Meech; 

An act (8. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen; 

An act (S. 1766) granting a pension to William Brentano: 

An act ts. 1853) granting a pension to Isabella Jessup; — 

An act (8. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young; 

An act (8. 2163) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short: 

An act (S. 2233) granting a pension to John P. McElroy: ang 

An act (5. 1625) granting a pension to Rebecca Hollingsworth fy». 
phreys. 


ad on 


WILLIAM H. WEAVER-—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followings 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re. 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 

I herewith return without —y! approval Senate bill No. 1421, entitled “An ao 
granting a pension to William H. Weaver.” 

The claimant named in this bill enlisted August 12, 1862, and was mustere, 
out of service June 12, 1865. During his service he was treated in hospital (; 
diarrhea and |umbago, and in the reports for May and June, as well as July a), 
August, 1864, he is reported as absent sick. : 

He filed his application for pension in November, 1877, alleging that in Marc! 
1863, he contracted measles, and in May, 1864, remittent fever, and that as q re. 
sult of the two attacks he was afflicted with weakness in the limbs and eyes, 
He made statements afterward in support of his application that he was js, 
troubled in the service with rheumatism and diarrhea. 

The case was examined by several special examiners, from which, as reported 
to me, itappeared from the claimant’s admission that he had sore eyes prey. us 
to his enlistment, though he claimed they were sound when he entered the 
Army. 

A surgeon who made an examination in March, 1881, reported that he could 
not find any evidence whatever of disease of the eyes, and nothing to corroto- 
rate the claimant's assertion that he was suffering from rheumatism, piles, or 
diarrhea, 

Another surgeon who examined the claimant in 1879 reported that he found 
the eyelids slightly granulated, producing some irritation of the eyeball, and 
rendering the eyes a little weak, and that he found no other disability. 

In 1882 a surgeon who made an examination reported that he discovered in- 
dications that the claimant had suffered at some time with chronic ophthal- 
mia, but that in his opinion his eyes did not disable him in the least, and that 
the claimant was well nourished and in good health. 

The report of the committee to whom this bill was referred in the Senate 
states that six special examinations have been made in the case, and that two of 
them were favorable to the claim. 

The trouble and expense incurred by the Pension Bureau to ascertain the 
truth and to deal fairly by this claimant,and the entire absence of any sus- 
picion of bias against the claim in that bureau, ought to give weight tw ils ce 
termination. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau in July, 1885, upon the ground 
that disease of the eyes existed prior to enlistment, and that the evidence failed 
to show that there had existed a pensionable degree of disability, since di+ 

from diarrhea or rheumatism. . 

It will be observed that this is not a case where there was a lack of the tecl- 
nical proof on naps by the Pension Bureau, but that its judgment was based 
= the merits of the application, and affected the very foundation of the 


m. 
I think it should be sustained; and its correctness is somewhat strengthened 
by the fact that the claimant continued in active service for more than a year 
er his alleged sickness, that after filing his claim he added theretoallegations 
aera paneer wom fe that he made no application for pension until more 
twelve years is discharge | 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 31, 1886, 


MARY J. HAGEMAN—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate fie {)llowing 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, ™ 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No, 2160, entitled “A bill granting 4 pe 
sion to Mary J. ary iby 

The husband of this proposed beneficiary enlisted in 1861 and was wounded ® 
a gun-shot which seriously injured his left forearm. In 1864 he was discharges 
was afterward pensioned for his wound, and died in August, 1554. 

Dr. Hageman, who attended the deceased in his last illness, testifies that ®° 
was called to attend him in August, 1884; that he was sick with typho-malaris 
fever, and that upon inquiry he (the physician) found that it was caused by 
work or overexertion and exposure. He wasillforaboutten days. 

The application of his widow for pension was rejected in 1885 on the gree” 
that the fatal disease was not due to military service. ‘ . bees 

Iam unable to discover how any different determination could have '" 

To grant a pension in this case would clearly contravene the present po ae , 
the Government, and either establish a precedent which, if followed.» ee 
low a pension to the widow of every soldier wounded or disabled '" ee oa 
without regurd to the cause of death, or would unjustly discriminate {) " . 
the few thus receiving the bounty of the Government against many who-¢ “ 

us. 


' GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EX§cUTIVE Mansion, July 31, 1886. 
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION ROUTES. ~ 
Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Transportation Routes tot 
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Seaboard, who were authorized by resolutions of the Senate of July 5, 

1884, and January 20, 1885, to take testimony for the purpose of ‘‘ pre- 

ing statistical data relative to freights, commodities, and prices for 

the period from 1873 to the present time,’’ submitted a report thereon. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following resolutions of the House, 
and agreed to the same: 

Concurrent resolution providing for printing the report of the Di- 
rector of the Mint on the production of precious metals in the United 
States; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for printing the report of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following resolutions of the House: 

Concurrent resolution to print Senate Executive Document No. 85, 
Forty-ninth Congress; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res 87) providing for the printing and distri- 
bution of documents of the monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 160) to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice to cause 15,000 copies of the map of the United States and Terri- 
tories to be printed. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government;’’ 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 212) authorizing the payment of the officers 
and employés of the Senate and House for the month of August as soon 
after the adjournment of the present session as practicable; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 213) authorizing the Secretary of War to pay 
certain expenses incurred by special agents and experts of the Bureau 
of Labor during the month of July. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Them 


essage also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others; 

A bill (S. 1184) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford; 

A bill (S. 1398) granting a pension to Milton P. Shockley; 

A bill (S. 2325) to grant a pension to Nancy Mason; 

A bill (8S. 2366) granting a pension to Elizabeth Garaghty; 

A bill (8. 2502) granting a pension to Louise Paul. 
NEW ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURG RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted 
the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 3186) to declare a forfeit- 
ure of lands granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg 
Railroad Company, to confirm titles to certain lands, and for other pur- 
poses, heretofore reported. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government”’ was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The following joint resolutions were severally read the first time by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 212) authorizing the payment of officers 
and employés of the Senate and House for the month of August as soon 
after the t of the present session as practicable; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 213) authorizing the Secretary of the 

to pay certain expenses incurred by special agents and ex- 
perts of the Bureau of Labor during the month of July, 1886. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn until 10 
o'clock to-morrow 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
= Senate until to-morrow, Tuesday, August 3, 1886, at 10 
clock a. ™. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 2d day of August, 1986. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 
Maj. Horace Jewett, of the Sixteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colo- 
nel, August 1, 1886, vice Gibson, promoted to the Fifth Infantry. 
Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 


First Lieut. Walter T. Duggan, to be captain, August 1, 1896, vi 
Parke, promoted tothe Sixteenth Infantry.’ = 
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Secoud Lieut. Charles J. T. Clarke to be first lieutenant, August 1, 
18386, vice Duggan, promoted. 





Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
Lieut. Col. George Gibson, of the Third Infaatry, to be colonel, Aue 
gust 1, 1886, vice Wilkins, retired from active service. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 


Capt. John B. Parke, of the Tenth Infantry, to be major, August 1, 
| 1886, vice Jewett, promoted to the Third Infantry. 








CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate August 2, 1886. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


James Brady, jr., of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Fall River, Mass. 
REJECTIONS. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate July 31, 1836. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


| John T. C. Clark, of the District of Columbia, nominated te be jus- 
tice of the peace for the District of Columbia. 


Executive nominations rejected by the Senate August 2, 1836. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
Richmond 8. Dement, of Lexington, Ill., nominated to be surveyor. 
general of the Territory of Utah. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Charles H. Potter, of Homer, Dakota County, Nebraska, nominated 
to be agent of the Omaha and Winnebago agency in Nebraska. 


POSTM ASTER. 


Edward M. Kinman, nominated to be postmaster at Jacksonville, 
Morgan County, Llinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 2, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of 


COST OF PRINTING PRIVATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from the 
Public Printer in response to a resolution of the House asking the cost 
of printing private bills for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2124) 
amendatory of and supplementary to ‘‘An act to alter the judicial dis- 
tricts of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes,’’ approved May 26, 1824, 
and providing an additional place for holding the several courts thereof, 
with Senate amendments. 

Mr. SCRANTON. 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. 
tions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 1, after the word “ next,” in the ninth line, strike out ‘ and be con- 
tinued and adjourned from time to time as the courts may deem expedient for 
the transaction of the business thereof.” 

Strike out section 2 of the bill; also section 3. 

In section 4, after the word “ being,”’ insert ‘‘ and with the approval of the At- 
torney-General;” so as amended the bill wiil read as follows: 

** Be it enacted, &c,, That besides the terms of the circuit and district courts of 
the western judicial district of Pennsylvania now directed by law to be held in 
said western district, there shall be held two terms of each of said courts in 
every year at Scranton, in the county of Lackawanna, which shall commence 
the first Mondays of the months of March and September in each and every 
year, beginning in September next. 

“Sec. 2. That the marshal of said western judicial district shall for the time be- 
jing, and with the approval of the Attorney-General, provide a suitable place at 
the city of Scranton for holding the several courts and for keeping the records 

hereof.”’ 
t 


The SPEAKER. 
the bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
understood. 

Mr. SCRANTON. The amendments are simply restrictive in their 
nature. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. SCRANTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


eee CC Te: 


I ask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 


The amendments will be read subject to objec- 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


The effect of these amendments are not clearly 


——— 
rr 
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MONETARY CONFERENCES 1878 AND 1881. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (H. Res. 
89) providing for the printing and distribution of documents of the 
monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881, with Senateamendments; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the House to 
the bill (8. 1532) to regulate commerce, and agreed to the conference 
asked by the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. CuLLoM, Mr. 
PLATT, and Mr. HARRIS as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Also that the Senate farther insisted on the amendments to the bill 
making appropriations for rivers and harbers, and agreed to the further 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. ConGEr, and Mr. RANsoM as conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6664) to 
increase the naval establishment, with Senate amendments. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent to concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. They will be read, after which the Chair will ask 
for objections. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


In section 4, after the word “ parties,” strike out the words “otherwise the 
Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase the same, or any portion 
thereof, and import it.” 

In section 6 strike out the first proviso: “Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Navy may buy abroad and import such shafting and other material or machinery 
as he may be unable to procure in the United States;" and the word “further,” 
in the tenth line. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the effect of these amendments will be 
stated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand they embody substantially the prop- 
osition submitted by myself in the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. The amendments of the Senate have been sub- 
mitted to all of the members of the committee, and they all unite in 
requesting a concurrence. The gentleman from Indiana desires an ex- 
planation. 

I state that there is no change either in the number of vessels ordered 
or in the amount appropriated. In section 4 the provision is stricken 
out: 

Otherwise the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase the 
same, orany portion thereof, and import it. 

The section thus amended will provide that the Secretary of the Navy 
shall purchase the armor of domestic manufacture, provided contracts 
for farnishing the same within a reasonable time and at a reasonable 
price as well as of the required quality can be made with responsible 

arties. 
F Mr. BUCK. I would like to ask whether this amendment and the 
other coming from the Senate are not precisely the amendments which 
were adopted by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union last Friday in respect te the purchase of armor abroad, with 
the exception of the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HEKBERT. The effect is very nearly the same, though I do 
not understand that the amendments are precisely similar; but I will 
explain the effects, although I understand that both gentlemen who 
make these inquiries, my colleagues on the committee, have consented 
to the motion I make that the House concur. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to say the objeet of my request for this 
explanation is on behalf of gentlemen on this side of the House who 
have asked to be informed. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand perfectly well the object of the gen- 
tleman’s inquiry, and my answer is in brief that the first amendment 
strikes out the words which I have quoted, which words stricken out 
of that portion of the section will leave it as follows: 

Sec, 4. That the armor used in constructing said armored vessels and for com- 
pleting said monitors shall be of the penbabteinalanediapaadedinennitiammm 
ufacture, provided contracts for farnishing the same in a reasonable time, at a 
— price, and of the required quality can be made with responsible par- 

The Government is here protected by a discretion lodged in the See- 
retary of the Navy not to make these contracts unless they can be made 
at a reasonable price, and it also provides farther that— 

Such armor shall be accepted only after passing such tests as shall be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Navy and inserted in the contraets., 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I understand the clause stricken out prohibits 
the Seeretary of the Navy from any of the armor abroad. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think I have made the exp/anation sufficiently 
clear and plain to the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to have it made plain to myself. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think the gentleman understands it; I submitted 
it to him before making the monon. 


The SPEAKER. If objection is made there is nothing before the 
House for consideration. 
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Avaust 2, 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I can not see any reason why these amend, nts 
should not be explained thoroughly. . 
Mr. HERBERT. I thought 1 had explained this amendment. | 
will explain it again. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desired to bring out avery important phase of 
these amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine object to the , 
sideration of the amendments ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then the amendments are before the Honse 
consideration, and the gentleman can proceed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am endeavoring to have the amendment 
derstood. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let there be order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask gentlemen again to resymo 
their seats and preserve order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The point I endeavored to bring out was that 
the clause stricken out by the Senate was the clause which permitted 
the purchase of this armor abroad. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have stated that distinctly, and I am satisjieq 
every gentleman understood it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Except myself. 

Mr. HERBERT. Except the gentleman from Maine, and he read 
it before he made this inquiry, and consented to have me make this 
motion to concur. 

The next amendment, Mr. Speaker, is found in section 6, on page 3, 
These words are stricken out: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may buy abroad and import such 


shafting and other material or machinery as he may be unable to procure in the 
United States. 


yn- 
QO 


lor 


That was stricken out. That proviso stricken out by the Senate was 
substantially the same as the proviso which follows, though they wers 
both adopted by the committee. The proviso left standing by tle Sen- 
ate is as follows: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy may purchase abr. 
such shafting and other special materials as it may be impossi!!e to obtain |) 
the United States in time for use in the construction of the vessels herein pr 
vided for. 

The words in that proviso, ‘‘and other special materials’? are stricken 
out; and that is the third amendment. 

But all these amendments taken together really amount only tua 
prohibition against the purchase abroad of such materials, such arnor, 
&c., as can be obtained in this country. That is to say, there is now 
left in the bill no power to purchase this armor abroad. There is left 
in the bill power to purchase shafting abroad which cap not be obtained 
in this country. 

I do not know that it is necessary to speak further on this question 
All the members of the Committee on Naval Affairs had this matter 
submitted to them and we all united in agreeing to ask the House to 
concur in these amendments. As I stated before there is no change in 
the amount; there is no change in the number of vessels provided for; 
and there is no other change than that I havespoken of. A/! the other 
provisions of the bill remain as passed by the House. Thiere is no 
change as to the mode of making contracts or as to the manner of build- 
ing the vessels. All these things are left as in the House })i!!. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask the gentleman whether the material referre! 
to by him ean be bought in this country, and if so why it should not be 
purchased here in preference to abroad ? 

Mr. HERBERT. We ask the House to coneur in the Senate amend- 


ments. 

TheSPEAKER. Doesany gentleman desire a separate vote on 2 
amendment ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand these amendments of the Sena‘ 
provide substantially for the same prohibition of the purchase 0° 
terials abroad that was proposed in the amendments offered by m)-«! 
in Committee of the Whole adopted in the committee and which 00) 
failed in the House by twoor three majority. The purchase of amc! 
abroad is prohibited by the Senate amendment. The furtiier «one 
which provided that in case certain shafting ‘‘and other spec's! 
terial ’’ could not be obtained in this country it might be porch sr" 
abroad, is modified so that the Secretary is permitted to obtain 901" 
only certain shafting which is understood to be or is said to be | 
if not impossible to obtain immediately in this country. 

I desire to eall the attention of my colleague, the chairman 0! t"¢ 
committee, if he will permit me, to an observation made by i!" '°* 
remarks that were printed in the Recorp of July 27, and whic! » 
seem to have been a slip of the tongue, or perhaps J shoul =: \~'P 
of the pen, where he says in regard to the bill then under discuss’? 

But, Mr. Chairmian, this is not and ought not to be made a party ques!) | 
here that there was a disposition on the po" | 
Chamberto put impediments in te YY 








The bill under consideration being House bill 6664, the orig) 4! bill 
of the Naval Committee— . 
in_order,as it occurred to that capital t be made by reason 
a failure of the Derwocratic majority y socmewer tiedemands of the count": 
but, sir, I can not believe any such motives will actuate gentlemen, »* 








Ls 


that the question is up for consideration. This bill is not for party, but for the 


tm ntry—a bill for the “common defense "—the great purpose for which the 
Union of these States was . 


Now I am very sure my colleague, the chairman of the committee, 
could hardly have intended deliberately to impute to this side of the 
House, a8 he did in his speech as printed, a disposition to obstruct or 

oppose the passage of the bill he was discussing, because, as the record 
of the debate and the record of the votes will show, House bill No. 
s64 was supported on this side by a unanimous vote, and all the op- 
ition to it that was manifested in the House was led by my friend 
oe chairman of the committee, and sustained by his party associates. 
I submit that his statement in that regard ought to be modified to 
mu more exactly with the record and more fully with justice to 
this side of theChamber. I presume, however, that the statement was 
an inadvertence on the part of the chairman of the committee. I re- 
serve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, the statement was not an inadvert- 
ence at all, but I do not now desire to go into the discussion of that 
question. "As I indicated in my remarks, which have been quoted by 
the gentleman, it was my purpose all along toendeavor to get this bill 
through this House and through Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Which bill? 

Mr. HERBERT. This bill—House bill 6664. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why did you not get it through? 
have given you votes enough on this side. 

Mr. HERBERT. One reason was because my friend from Maine who 
asks the question was one of those who voted against the consideration 
of the bill, or against fixing a day for its consideration. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Under whatcircumstances? State the whole 
truth about it if you are going to make any statement at all. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will state the whole truth and nothing but the 
trath, if 1 understand it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is a good modification. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, and I think I understand as mueh about it, 
or perhaps more, than the gentleman thinks Ido. But, Mr. Speaker, 
Ishall not be led into the discussion of the partisan aspects of this 
question now, except to reply to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Maine [ Mr. REED). Shortly after this bill was reported here I moved 
to fix a day for its consideration. The opposition to that motion came 
from the gentleman from Maine, as well as other leading gentlemen on 
that sideof the House. Hecriticised the resolution which I had intro- 
duced. He said, in the first place, that it did not give sufficient time 
for the discussion of the bill. It fixed two days for the consideration 
of the bill, and he critisised it upon that ground. Again, he said that 

itdid net give opportunity foramendment. I thoughtit did, and stated 
on the floor at. the time that there was no purpose on my part or on the 
part of the committee to prevent its being amended, and that the full- 
est opportunity for amendment would be given when the proper time 
ame. Nevertheless the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] voted 
sgainst fixing a day for the consideration of the bill. Afterward, on 
more than one oceasion, when there was but a single committee bet ween 
the Committee on Naval Affairs and the hour in which that committee 
would be called for the consideration of business, I asked the House 
not to dispense with the morning hour and not with the regular eal! of 
committees for business, and stated at the time that my p was to 
reach the hour in which we could fix a day for the consideration of this 
bill. Knowing well the influence which the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. REED] exercises, and deservedly exercises, on that side of the 
House, and feeling thatif I had him with me it would be a much easier 
matter to pass the bill, I noticed him on more than one occasion voting 
‘qinst me, against the consideration of the bill, and in favor of taking 
up some other bill. 

What his motive was it is for him to say. I only state these facts, 
md I should not have mentioned them now if the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. ReEp] had not risen to make the inquiry which he has 
made. Now I leave it toall the members of this House who have wit- 
desed the different effortson the part of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
ee this bill at different times during this session to say whether 

the remarks which I made and which have been quoted by my colleague 
on the committee BouTELLE} were not justified by the facts. 

Mr, BOUTE Will my permit me to call his atten- 
ton to the fact that my criticism is based entirely on remarks printed 
Kh im after the bill had been disposed of, and after he was aware ot 

fact that the Republicans had championed this bill while he had 
posed it? My criticism is that, in in his speech printed after the bil! 
disposed of, he criticised the the Republicans as having obstructed the 
e of the bill, which he knew they had all voted for, against his 


Ar HERBERT. 
it HE This bill which is before the House—passed by the 
and by the Senate and sent back ereetnete with omend. 
1 yaa algal allalong. I thought 1 had 
oe passage, and I am not aware that 
ROUTELER et @ single word against it. 
Bo Did you not distinctly in terms oppose the orig- 
eae Senet I ennme the champien- 


We could 
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Mr. HERBERT. I did favor the substitute in lieu of the original 
bill. But, Mr. Speaker, as [ said in the extract which the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BovreLLe] has quoted, this is not a partisan bill; 
this is a bill for the whole countr y, and the record will show what part 
each of us has taken in dealing with the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And it will show asolid Republican vote 
very bill which you were opposing. 

Mr. HERBERT. The record shows that the biil was voted for by 
nearly everybody on this floor, iding Democrats and Republicans. 
The great diffic ulty was—and that was what I antie icipate d—to reach t 
bill. I was satisfied that if we could overcome all objections and 
the bill before the House there would be no conside senble Opposition to 16 
on any side whatever. But what I said in the extract which the gentle- 
man from Maine has read was, that when we were trying to get at tl 
bill the opposition came from certain leading Republicans whom I did 
not name 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
present tense. 

Mr. HERBER’ And whom I would not now name had not the 
gentleman from Maine asked methequestion. I felt justified in mak- 
ing a personal allusion by simply showing what part he had taken. 
The record shows that he did what I said; 
him to explain. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
HERBERT} yield to met 

Mr. HERBERT. For how long? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I am very much ol 
for his courtesy. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama seems to direct his attack 
upen me. Iam very glad to have him do it, because I can stand it by 
reason of my record on this subject. The House, now that he has made 
his remarks, can apprehend well the reservation he made when he stated 
that he would tell the truth if he understood it. 

The gentleman very well knows — ut when he presented the or 


for this 


he 
Alt 


vet 





I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he spoke in the 


as to his motives, it is for 


Does the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 


liged to the gentleman 


ons 
proposition for a discussion of the Navy bill, I then and therestated my 
reasons for the position I took, and they were valid reasons, namely 
that the situation of the business of the House showed that it would 
not be possible to get discussion on this bill. It was then proposed 
that it should be discussed, not in Committee of the Whole, where we 


could get diseussion, but in the House as in Committee of the Whole 
where discussion ean be suppressed, and where facilities for making 
amendments are denied. That was early in the session, when there was 
ample time in the future, when there was ample opportunity to bri 
the matter up again. I have repeatedly since voted with the gentle- 
man from Alabama to take up this question. If there were times, as 
he asserts, when I have voted in opposition to motions he has made, it 
was because I deemed that at those particular times certain business 
other than his ought to be transacted. Ii is one of the common charges 
on the floor of this House by men who delay the business intrusted to 
their care that at some time or other somebody voted against their 
proposition to take it up. The proposition to do businessin this House 
is always in thealternative; and there may be inopportune times which 
show bad management. But the gentleman knows that when he pre- 
sented this bill for discussion in the House, he had the promise given 
by me and assented to by every Republican in this House, and fol! owed 
by the vote of every Republican here, in favor of the original bill ap- 
propriating six and a half million dollars for the Navy. 

Now, why was the gentleman recreant to his own bill? Why did he 
refuse to co-operate with the Republican party in their unanimous de- 
termination in favor of a larger appropriation and a larger increase of 
the Navy? Why does he endeavor to shield himself and his party by 
ail this long personal attack? Why did he 
All it needed was thirty Democrats. All it needed was less than ten 
more. Why were they not forthcoming? On what account and for 
what reason did he get up the bill which was actually passed? What 
was his motive? Was it notonaccountof opposition on hisside? Was 
it not on account of opposition on the part of the Demecratie party to 
the bill for the increase of the Navy which the members of the Repub- 
lican party were unanimously in favor of? 
escape the responsibility ? 

I say that you gentlemen can not occupy both a ons in this aff: 


g 


not come forward then? 


How can he and his party 


ur, 
If you prefer to sacrifice the Navy to a lower figure in the sum total of 
your appropriation bills come out like men and say so. Say that to 
have $3,000,000 less in the figures in your appropriation bills was your 
motive in refusing to appropriate six and one-half million dollars for 
the Navy. Stand up before the country and say so, likemen. Do not 


pretend that with 40 Democratic majority, so called, you were impotent. 
Why, what is the whole history of the present House? It is a his- 
tory of refusals te consider important business; it is a histery of refusal 

te transact legislation required by the public interests; and all for the 

sake ef showing on the stump certain figures which will indieate, not 

economy, but that you have not spent the money of the Government 

for the purposes of the Government 

Why, sir, the last week and a half have witnessed scenes which ought 
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to make a legislator blush. Here are bills of the gravest importance, 
of the most serious character, thrust upon this House at the very last 
moment, after having been eight months in incubation, and in some 
instances six monthsin the House. These are thrust upon us now with 
no opportunity for discussion, bills the nature of which this House does 
not know to-day, tie provisions of which have never been explained, 
and the insufficient character of which we should find out by experi- 
ence, if it were not for the staying powers of other branches of the 
Government. 

Again, I say, look at the facts. There is a bill for putting out the sur- 
plus in the Treasury; not the surplus the Democratic party charged 
was put there by Republicans, but the more extraordinary surplus 
which has been put there by a Democratic administration. And even 
that was kept back solely so as to deprive us of any reason to suppose 
it can pass through the Senate. 

It is precisely the same with the interstate-commerce bill. Instead 
of passing a bill which the Senate has passed, and which would afford 
some real relief to the business of the country, this House has in- 
sisted, without suitable discussion, after eight months of inaction and in- 
activity, to thrust that into a committee of conference so that no result 
will ever come from it. Consider this very naval appropriation. It is 
only because the Republican Senate in this particular instance, waiv- 
ing their own wishes and belief in favor of larger increase of the Navy, 
we get even this small sum which now comes before us. 

And we have another measure liable to meet with the same fate, the 
measure in favor of changing in many respects the warehousing system. 
That has been delayed until the very end of the session, and it will be 
brought up, if brought up at all, in the closing hours where we can not 
have an opportunity to carefully consider its details. 

I havecniy mentioned a few instances, I have only given a few speci- 
mens of the indictment which can be brought and will be brought 
avainst this House. Whatever you have dene by your delays you have 
rendered futile. Whatever you have presented to the House you have 
presented in such fashion that discussion could not reach it, and it is 
of the very life and essence of honest and manly legislation that there 
should be full and free discussion. [Applause on the Republican side 
of the House. ] 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied thirty minutes of his 
time, and has, therefore, thirty minutes remaining. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will yield to me. 

Mr. BOUT:LLE. I also ask that he will give me ten minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT. I propose to call for the previous question in the 
House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But did not you agree to let me have ten min- 
utes? 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like to have five minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will yield to both gentlemen; and I will now 
yield to the gentleman from Texas for five minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I donot know that I shall desire to occupy five 
minates time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have already stated I would yield to the gentle- 
man ten minutes, and will do so after the gentleman from Texas has 
occupied five minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, The parliamentary inquiry which I wish to pre- 
sent to the Chair is this: Am I entitled to take the floor in my own 
right; and, if so, am I not entitled to an hour? 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from Maine gets the floor in 
his own right he will be, of course, entitled to an hour. The gentie- 
znan from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] is now entitled to the floor, and 
has yielded for five minutes to the gentleman from Texas. 

[ r. BOUTELLE. I thought I was addressing the Chair in my own 
right 

The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman from Alabama still holds the 
floor and has thirty minutesof his time remaining. He has at present 
yielded for five mintes to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will I not be entitled to take the floor in my own 
right for an hour? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, unless the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
in arraigning the Democratic party in its alleged shortcomings in the 
present session of Congress chooses to charge on it that we have pre- 
sented measures and insisted on action on them without giving time 
for their proper consideration. Among the measures he considers as 
important and upon which he says time was not given for consideration 
was the interstate-commerce bill. He alleges while the Senate sent a 
bill here which passed that body we refused to accept it and insisted 
on a conference, which we know can never amount to anything. This 
is a remarkable statement to be made by a gentleman who has been a 
member of the House for many and is familiar with its business. 
He knows the interstate-commerce bill has been discussed here at every 
Congress for the last eleven years. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And changed. 


Mr. REAGAN. Not materially changed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Changed at every one of them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Still the main body, main purpose, and 5), 
ophy have always been the same. It has been the same in gene,,) 
purpose during these eleven years. It has been thoroughly discuss.) 
It is well known that measure has been opposed by the whole rai!r.,,. 
power of the country. Its officers, its lobbyists have been always able 
to retard action on it by this House, so that up to this time wo a 
have been able to secure action on that bill during the first session 
any Congress. 

This is the very first time in the history of the promulgation of +);, 
legisiation that we have been enabled to secure consideration jn {),. 
first session of Congress. It has always been heretofore postponed. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine should remember ;}.; 
this is the third time that this bill has passed the House by a decid. 
majority. He should remember that in two other Congresses jt ro. 
ceived on test votes an emphatic indorsement by the House, hayiny 
been therefore five times indorsed by emphatic majorities of the Hous. 

But the gentleman tells us that the Senate bill should be passed poy 
by the House because it has theSenate. Why hasnot the House 
bill been passed by the Senate because it has passed the House? The 
same logic would apply, and with more force, with reference to ths 
House bill, because it has passed oftenest. . 

The gentleman will understand that he will not make much capit,| 
by saying what he has said on this subject. Of all measures that haye 
been brought before this House for consideration not one has ever rp. 
ceived more earnest, continuous, persistent, and faithful attention, o 
has undergone more investigation and discussion than this; and | think 
the gentleman is mistaken in his suggestions that he fears the confer. 
ence will not reach any results. If it shall lead to no results it w;\] 
be because the power which has prevented action heretofore wil! cop. 
tinue to control the whole question and prevent the giving of any ro. 
lief to the people. I am sure the Hoase conferees will leave no e:lors 
untried to secure a practical result as soon as possible. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HERBERT. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BouTrELLE]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly that my wl. 
league, the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, seems unwill- 
ing to make the frank amendment of his remarks which | had expected 
him to make. He stands recorded in his speech, printed after the de- 
bate and vote upon the naval increase bill, as arraigning the Republicans 
on this side of the Chamber for opposition to the bill which by the 
RECORD they are shown to have favored by voice and vote at every 
stage during the ings on that question. But as my colleague 
seems unwilling to modify his remarks in that regard, I wil! leave the 
ReEcorD to stand and speak for itself. 

There is one other passage in the chairman’s speech to which I fee! 
it my duty to call attention. In the closing part of his remarks, iv 
very eloquent eulogy of the personnel of the Navy, the gentleman frm 
Alabama said, after citing the gallant acts of John Paul Jones, of Prebie, 
Perry, Hull, McDonough, and Lawrence, in the war of 112: 

Look at our civil war—at Federals and confederates—Americans all. 

And then the chairman of the Naval Committee of the United States 
House of Representatives went on to enumerate a list, selecting suc 
names in the order of merit as it appeared to his mind, as the mea w!o 
had rendered illustrious that great branch of our military service. And 
his enumeration was in this order: 


There was Catesby Jones in the Merrimac at Hampton Roads; Buchanan ou 
the Tennessee in Mobile Bay ; Brooke, who designed the great ironclad; Hux 
ter Davidson constructing ; t, with a genius born of audacity 
running the blockade in open day in the presence of a hostile fleet, whose o®- 
cers could not believe, until the feat was almost accomplished, that an cuemy 
would dare to attempt it; and there was Waddell in the Shenandoal an 
Semmes, bold rover of the seas, who developed that branch of warfare inauz 
rated by the United States in the war of 1812, and whose wonderfu! career ¥® 
cut short only when those two American game-cocks met—the Alabama aud 
the Kearsarge. All these were officers trained in the American Navy. 
And on the Union side there were the passage of the batteries at Vicks)", 
i, the exploits of the fleet at Fort Fist ef, 

officers and men distinguished them 


0 of 


the capture of the forts on the M 
other 


and many engagements in w 
selves by their try. There was Porter, bold, indefatigable, fertile ' « 


courage and cultivated; Jouett, full of dash and 
F * t; and there were Worden aud 
itor and out tot themselves to go down in the untried ae 
the gallantry with which they fought tat vessel wine it was st" 
on without dwelling upon the question of taste involved in ths 
maaen cation of the naval heroes of the war, I am willing to assum: 
the t that the mind of my friend may have reverted to othet 
days, and he may possibly have thought for the time being that he = 
add another onceassembled in another place withia 
the limits of his own But to the ordinary reader of Anat 
history it seems to me that the heroes of the United States Navy "°°" 
as t order and I would be unfaithful to my own O 
of justice to the t men of that splendid corps were . 
fail to call attention to this remarkable enumeration of the men ¥ : 
are held up to the admiration of the country by the official repreesse 
ative of the naval branch of theservice in a public speech in the 


pedient; John chivalrous 
; and Dupont and 
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gress of the United States. Here are several men of the confederate 
service placed first on the roster of fame as officers in the Navy of the 
United States. ‘Three of these were comparatively obscure officers of 
the Navy; three others who are thus honored, Semmes, Maffit, and 
Waddell, won a sortof distinction not generally coveted by brave men, 
and were only saved from being classed as corsairs by a construction of 
maritime law now happily become obsolete. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam sorry that the gentleman from Alabama when he 
saw fit to speak of the great names that the Navy had given to this 
country failed to make a different classification. If I had made up the 
gentleman’s list for him I would most cheerfully have given the first 
place on the list to a man of Southern birth. 

I should have been proud to have placed first a name which the gen- 
tleman has relegated to a subordinate and obscure position in his cate- 
gory. I should have been proud to have named first, as the history 
of the Navy, the history of the country, and the common award of 
mankind would place first, the name of ‘‘ that noblest Roman of them 
all,” David Glascoe Farragut, of Tennessee. I would have named 
other officers from that partof our land. I could have named men 
who, filled with that nobler than mere physical courage, remained in 
spite of every personal influence faithful to the country’s flag; who, 
though nurtured and trained under the influence of that fatal dogma 
that made a man’s supreme allegiance due to his State rather than to 
his country, yet, when the hour of trial came, rose superior to early 
prejudice, resi the seductive pleadings of State-rights’ advocates, 
and held more sacred than all other obligations the oath they had taken 
in their youth to pledge ‘‘their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred 
honor” to the defense of their common country. 

And first, I would name that peerless naval chieftain and hero, Ad- 
miral Farragut, a name which recalls the glories of New Orleans and 
Mobile Bay and Vicksburg, and all the grand achievements that have 
placed his name unchallenged among the greatest captains of the world’s 
history; I would add the names of Stribling and Shubrick, of South 
Carolina, both of whom had grown gray in their country’s service when 
the war broke out, and who devoted their last years as they did their 
first to the service of their country. South Carolina has always been 
foremost in its claims of chivalrous devotion to the State, and has 
made recognition of State supremacy more arbitrarily the test of public 
favor than any other community; and this consideration adds to the 
credit and the honorable significance of the fact that of all the officers 
of the United States Navy from the State of South Carolina who had 
reached the grade of commander at the outbreak of the war only two 
of them deserted the flag of the naiion to follow the flag of the con- 
federacy. Those two were gallant officers in the olden time—Duncan 
N. Ingraham, who gained a national fame by his rescue of Martiu 
Koszta from an Austrian fleet, and Henry J. Hartstene, who led a 
famous polar expedition and delivered the rescued Resolute to the 
British Government. These men rendered faithful service to their 
country before the war and conspicuous service to the confederacy, 
but they failed to find mention in the gentleman’s list. 

But grander and more illustrious to my mind are those sons of South 
Carolina who remained true to the flag they had sworn to defend in 
spite of alltemptation, and who fought gallantly to preserve the life of the 
American Republic and to render it possible for the gentleman to speak 
of a common country to-day. I recall a number of such names that 
deserve to be remembered and ought to be mentioned here. William 
B. Shubrick, Cornelius K. Stribling; John L. Misroon, who, when in 
command of the frigate Sabine, in 1862, tenderly cared for the welfare 
of two sisters whose residences were within the lines of the two armies, 





erate side; Edward Middleton, who gave up home and property as a 
sacrifice to his sense of duty; Percival Drayton, that magnificent lieu- 
tenant of Farragut, one of the noblest officers whose name ever illu- 
mined the roster of any service; Drayton, in the Pocahontas, fight- 
ing his own brother in chief command on the confederate side, holding 
Stono River against the rebels in 1862, gallantly assaulting Fort McAl- 
lister and Fort Sumter in 1863, and acting as Farragut’s trusted fleet 
captain in that t passage of the forts in Mobile Bay, every- 
where earning laurels, and dying at the close of the war in the 
fullness of his powers, but too soon for his grateful country to reward 
him as he deserved. 
Charles Steedman, my old and revered commander, son of a former 
yor of Charleston, and who had himself shouldered a musket on the 
Union side in nullification times, was another gallant gentleman who 
early won distinction on the Bienville at Port Royal, and afterward on 
the Paul Jones earned the honors that he so gracefully wears as a re- 
Tear-admiral. there were J. P. Bankhead and H. Rolando, 
from South but true to their allegiance when the trial 


sons of 
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Carolina were so conspicuous in their loyalty to 
the was said to have an act 
as forever infamous. When the gallant 
was reported action of the Legislature of his 
State he is said to have quietly remarked that he should en- 
to obtain a certified copy of the act, aud would leave it to his 
as the highest honor ever conferred upon him. 
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Another name that I would wish to add to the list of the Southern- 
born naval heroes of the war is that of Alexander C. Rhind, of Georgia, 
under whose command I feel it an honor to have served. This daring 
and impetuous officer, when in 1863 he was in command of the double- 
turreted iron-clad Keokuk in the great naval assault on Fort Sumter, 
ordered his pilot to put his vessel as near the fort as her draught of 
water would admit, that he might try his heavy guns at short range 
upon the brick walls. The little vessel, having the lightest armor of 
any of the ironclads, was plaged within 500 yards of the fort and held 
her position thirty minutes, during which time she was struck ninety 
times and nineteen shot went through her at and below the water-line; 
but she was bravely handled to the last, and sank at her anchors in the 
channel next morning. - 

A colored pilot had been assigned to the Keokuk, and the captain, 
with some of the traditional prejudice, was doubtful whether a negro 
could have the nerve for such a desperate battle. After the fight he 
frankly attested that no man could have been cooler, that the colored 
pilot ‘* handled the ship in that hell of fire as though we had been on 
drill.” 

The intrepid Rhind is now a rear-admiral on the retired-list, and the 
pilot who shared the honors of that splendid exploit is a native of 
South Carolina, and now worthily represents his people on this floor, 
Hon. ROBERT SMALLS. 

If I had niade out the gentleman’s list I would have given the meed 
of praise to other tried and true men of the South, to whom the nation 
owes its gratitude. Upon the active-list of the Navy in 1860 were 
seventy-nine captains, which was then the highest grade; of these sev- 
enty-nine there were twenty-one of Southern birth, of whom eleven 
went into the rebellion. Of one hundred and fourteen commanders 
then on the active-list forty-one were of Southern birth and nineteen 
of the forty-one seceded. So that of the one hundred and ninety-three 
officers of the two highest grades of the Navy when the war began 
sixty-three, or one-third, were of Southern birth, and less than one- 
half of them proved recreant when their country summoned them to 
its defense. 

Among those who reached the highest rank during the war were Ad- 
mirals Farragut, of Tennessee; 8. P. Lee, of Virginia, long in command 
of the North Atlantic squadron; H. H. Bell, of North Carolina, Far- 
ragut’s second in command at New Orleans; W. B. Shubrick, of South 
Carolina, and E. E. F. Lavalette and William Radford, of Virginia. 
The rank of commodore was won by Misreon, Glendy, Turner, Smith, 
W. D. Porter, and Craven; and as captains there were Taylor, Drayton, 
Winslow, Berrien, Carter, Steedman, Middleton, Pennock, Scott, Pat- 
terson, and a long list of others. 

Of these John A. Winslow, of North Carolina, in command of the 
Kearsarge, fought and sunk the Alabama in a little more than an hour, 
and thus summarily ended the career of Semmes as a “‘ bold rover of 
the seas,’’ the first time that he encountered an antagonist in fair fight. 

I have thus confined myself to suggesting the names of Southern-born 
men which might well have been placed by the chairman of the Naval 
Committee on his roll of honor; and they are the more eatitled te the 
distinction because of the powerful influences they had to resist in re- 
maining true to their country. 

There are other names from other sections of the country that will 
be fitly remembered side by side with those of Farragut and S. P. Lee 
and Bell and Drayton and Winslow and Steedman and Rhind and their 
noble associates. 

History will never let injustice be done to Dupont’s first great and 
inspiring victory at Port Royal; to Foote’s early triumphs at Donelson 
and Fort Henry; to Porter’s brilliant achievements on the Mississippi; 
to Rowan’s gallant seizure of the North Carolina sounds; to Thatcher, 
Palmer, and Simpson, at the capture of Mobile; to Worden’s timely and 
glorious defeat of the Merrimac with the Monitor at Hampton Roads; 
to Rodgers capturing the Atlanta; to Roe, in the Sassacus, fearlessly 
grappling with the iron-clad Albemarle; to Cushing’s startling exploits; 
to Craven’s self-sacrificing chivalry, as he uttered the memorable words, 
‘After you, pilot,’? and went down with his sinking ship. 

These are but a few of the shining lights among the galaxy of heroes 
whose deeds will render the United States Navy illustrious forever. 
I need not attempt to enumerate them here. My object has been 
simply to hold up to the future heroes of the naval service and to the 
youth of our land examples that will tend to increase their devotion to 
their country and strengthen the sense of the paramount duty they 
owe to its institutions and its flag. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE.: I trust the gentleman from Alabama will allow 
me to complete the enumeration. 

Mr. HERBERT I have to yield to the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Buck]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I ask permission to extend my remarks in 


the RECORD. 


There was no objection. 
Mr. HERBERT. I yield to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Buck]. 


Mr. BUCK. One point ought to be understood. The question be- 


fore the House is whether we shall concur in the amendments of the 
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Senate to the substitute bill. A week ago last Saturday while consid- 
ering the original bill in Committee of the Whole we amended that 
original bill by providing that the material of which these shipsshould 
be built should be made in this country, but after the original bill came 
from the Committee of the Whole into the House a substitute was 
passed for it, and that substitute unfortunately contained those iden- 
tical provisions which had been stricken out in Committee of the 
Whole, and it was difficult to get at the matter, owing to parliamentary 
rules. The bill was accordingly passed in that form. It went to the 
Senate. The Senate adopted the substitute bill, which struck out this 
very provision in relation to armor and material purchased abroad, sent 
it back in this shape, and it is now precisely as it came out of Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union a week ago last Sat- 
urday as regards the purchase of materials abroad. All that this sub- 
stitute bill provides in regard to that matter is that the shafting may 
be purchased abroad if it is impossible to obtain it here. I hope that 
every gentleman on this floor will yote to concur in this amendment. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] has yielded and is per- 
fectly willing to support the amendment. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I shall not undertake to reply at 
length to the aspersions of my colleague on the committee from Maine 
{Mr. BovrELLE]. His mind is of so peculiar a character that if, in 
enumerating the exploits of confederate and Union officers during the 
war, which I did solely for the purpose of illustrating the sailor-like 
qualities developed by training in the American Navy, I had 
the confederates last and the Union mep ‘irst, his comment would have 
been that I had reserved the confederates foraclimax, mentioning them 
last, and that I had put the names of the Union men in a position of 
comparative obscurity. I despair, Mr. Speaker, of ever mentioning 
confederates av Federals in one breath on this floor in such a man- 
ner as to satis‘y the gentleman from Maine. He says it is a question 
of taste i think so too, and I submit to the House and to the coun- 
try the question whether he has shown good taste this morning in his 
comments upon the closing words of my speech on. this. 

Now, as to the reply made by the other gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] as to his course in regard to this bill. I think this House will 
agree with me not only that I spoke the truth as I understood it, but 
that his reply shows that I did understand the whole truth. When 
the question was up of setting a day for the consideration of this bill, 
his comment upon the proposition in the first place was that there 
would be no opportunity to amend the bill if it was to be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Now I at that time gave 
assurance on behalf of the committee that there should be the fullest 
and fairest opportunity not only to debate the bill but also to amend 
it. That, however, did not satisfy the gentleman. Headmits, too, 
that afterward when the question came up whether we should reach 
the hour when wecould again ask for the setting of a day for the con- 
sideration of this bill, he voted against it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I neverdid anything of the sort to my know!l- 
edge. 

Mr. HERBERT. I say that you did, for I was particularly inter- 
ested and I watched you. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I say if I did I did not know it. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman did, and I am sure he will not deny 
it. He can not deny it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There may have been many times when you 
intended to get up the bill and nobody knew it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ah, but I announced it, and announced itas loudly 
as I cou!d, and I saw the gentlemen on that side voting against reach- 
ing the hour in which I could move to fix aday. The gentleman ad- 
mits that he may have so voted, but says it was because there was other 
business more t. 

The gentleman has not told us what the business was which was so 
important that he and other gentlemen on that side preferred it to the 
consideration of this bill. What was it? 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I did not desire the political turn which 
this discussion hadtaken. I endeavored to put this bill toa vote with- 
out any discussion whatever and with as little explanation as possible, 
but gentlemen on the other side have insisted upon discussing the po- 
litical aspects of the question and I aceept the challenge. I wish I had 
time to gointo it fully, for Il am perfectly willing to contrast the course 
of this Democratic House under a Democratic administration with 
that of the Republicans when they had control of the whole Govern- 
ment during the Forty-seventh Congress. Did they pass any such bill 
as this providing for ships that would cost in the end over $10,000,000 ? 
They had the power; why did they not exercise it? I know an- 
swer is that they demand a larger appropriation now than gentle- 
men on this side of the House are willing to vote for. If thatdemand 
of yours, gentlemen, is not made for political effect, if itis made for 
the benefit of the country, if you make it because really want to 
inenenan the Navy, why did not you increase the Navy when you had 

e wer: 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman permit me to tell him ? 

= a a ane) I have not the time. 

r. REED, o ne. I will tell you if will give me time. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand. tT tnowtnniinmsniniiind 


plausible answer to almost any proposition; but I leave it to the, oun- 
try to answer the question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Youdo not want me toanswer it, then» All 
right. sp 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentlemen upon the other side say that i}; 
is only a small appropriation, three and a half million dollars, and they 
ask why I voted against the original bill. I stated my reasons fy)), 
when I moved the substitute. This Democratic House passed t),is });\| 
appropriating $3,500,000 providingfor more ships, appropriating mo;. 
money, and making a more substantial increase of the Navy than has 
been made since the close of the civil war. That fact speaks for itsej; 

Mr. Speaker, look at the record. ‘The naval appropriation bil] jy; 
passed by this Congress amounts to only $13,000,000, or a little jess 
The present bill includes three million and a half of dollars; and {))\s 
is all that can be spent advantageously during the fiscal year upon 
which we havealreadyentered. This appropriation of three and a half 
million dollars, added to the $13,000,000 to which we have reduced the 
naval appropriation bill, would be sixteen and a half million dollars 
Now, with this sixteen and a half million dollars every year, unde, 
Democratic administration, we shall gradually build up an efficien; 
navy. Before the Democrats came into power in this House ten years 
ago what did we find? The expenditures for the naval service in 1574 
amounted to $18, 963,309.82, in round numbers to $19,000,000 annually— 
nearly $2,500,000 more than will be spent this year. This is Demo. 
cratic administration. I put it before the country. We provide for 
the increase, the efficientimcrease of the Navy. Our appropriation }jj] 
of less than $13,000,000 included more than $185,000 for the comple- 
tion and armament of the four ships begun under the former adminis- 
tration. In this bill we provide for the completion of four monitors 
and for the building of two armored vessels, one cruiser, one dynamite 
cruiser, and one torpedo boat. With an expenditure of $17,500,000 per 
annum for four years, under a Democratic administration, we can com- 
plete all these vessels, complete the four vessels ordered by the last 

and the armament of all the vessels ordered by both Con- 
gresses. Thus will a Democratic administration gradually build up a 
navy. But the Republicans, while they spent in the ten years preced- 
ing and including 1876 $21,000,000 a year and in the year 1876 spent 
$19,000,000, left our Navy to rot, to go down to the pitiab’ > condition 
in which we now find it, and from which we are endeavoring to res- 
eue it. 

Mr. Speaker, I demand the provions question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, pending the de- 

mand for the previous question, I desire to submit an amendment in 
lieu of one of the Senate amendments in which the gentleman wishes 
to concur. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas, as the Chair under- 
stands, desires to move to concur with an amendment. That is a sep- 
arate and distinct motion, which will be entertained afterward. The 
question is first on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. lrk- 
BERT] to allow me to occupy five minutes for the purpose of — 
i i i i Cries of 


prev ion was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas moves that the 
amendment of the Senate to section 6 be concurred in with an amend- 
ment, which will be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. We would like to know the exact position of this 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the clerk to read first what 
the Senate proposes to strike out, and afterward what the gentleman 
from Arkansas moves to insert in lieu of that which the Sevate ameud- 
ment would strike out. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is debate now in order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, except by consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to occupy a moment, if the House 

Mr. REED, of Ziaine. There will be equal time allowed on thisside, 
I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from |’eu0- 
sylvania [ Mr. Samer will be permitted to make a statement, and 

equal time will be allowed on the other side. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only wish to say that, in my judgment, those 
the original House bill had better vote simply to ©" 
that concurrence with an amendment might endanze' 

so that we would not secure the three and ove-lalf 
provided for. 
I desire to say that it seems to me we ad 

better concur absolutely with the Senate, else we may be in danger o! 

losing even this ‘half leaf,” which, by reason of the engineering of the 

Committee on Naval Affairs seems to be all that we can get. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the amendment proposed Y 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in lieu of the part stricken out the following: 
“ Provided al one 
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The SPEAKER (interrupting the Clerk). The Chair will state that 

here are several parts stricken out in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There are not several parts 
stricken out in the sixth section. This is offered as an amendment to 
the amendment of the Senate to the sixth section. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Can this amendment be offered after the motion 
has been made to concur and the previous question ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, because a motion to concur 
in a Senate amendment with an amendment takes precedence of a mo- 
tion simply to concur or non-concur; and for this obvious reason: if the 
House refuses’ to concur, that is equivalent to non-concurrence; and 
if it refuses to non-concur, it is equivalent to concurrence. Hence a 
vote on the motion simply to concur or non-concur might take the whole 
subject away from the House, so that there might be no opportunity to 
offer an amendment unless it were allowed in the first instance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But if the House desired to concur in a Senate 
amendment with an amendment, could it not vote down the previous 
question ? Pe ; 

The SPEAKER. This is aseparate motion. 
was ordered upon the motion to concur. 
concur with an amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the previous question having been ordered 
upon the motion to concur, does not that cut off any modification of that 
motion in any particular? 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair thinks not, according to the rulings here- 
tofore, which have been made after a good deal of consideration in the 
House; because the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas to concur 
in the Senate amendment with an amendment is not an amendment to 
the motion to concur, but a separate and distinct motion. 

Mr. HERBERT. This amendment the gentleman offers to the first 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it and is causing it to be 


The previous question 
This is a distinct motion to 


read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If there be no objection I will 
withdraw it. 

The amendments were then concurred in. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BULLETINS OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House joint resolution (H. Res. 120) 
to print the annual bulletins of the Bureau of Ethnology, returned from 
the Senate with amendments; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

L, B. TOWNSEND AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2126) for the re- 
lief of L. B. Townsend, Louis 8. Lovell, W. C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, 
Hampton Rich, Harvey Harter, Benjamin Harter, and Peter Hackett; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PANAMA CANAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for the printing of special intelligence report by Lieutenant 
Kimballand Naval Cadet Capp, United States Navy, upon the progress 
of the Panama Canal during the year 1885, returned from the Senate 
with an amendment and request for conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses; which was referred to the Committee on 


EXECUTIVE DOCUMENT NO. 85. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for the printing of Senate Executive Document No. 85, Forty- 
ninth Congress, returned from the Senate with amendment and request 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

REPORT ON ART AND INDUSTRY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House concurrent resolution of 
the Senate that there be printed and bound 5,000 additional copies of 
the report of the Bureau of Education on art and industry; of which 
ite all be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the and 2,000 copies for the Bureau of Education. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted by unanimous consent in the follow- 


Mr. Pest, for the remainder of the session. 
= Ovruwatre, for three days, on account of important busi- 


a Mr. CABELL, until Saturday next, on account of important busi- 


To Mr. Brown, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of illness in his 


To Mr. OWEN, on account of sickness 
To Mr, ‘ : 
T CRoxToN, for five days, on account of important business. 


, of New York, for the remainder of the session. 
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To Mr. MARTIN, for the balance of the session of the Forty-ninth 


| Congress, on account of urgent business. 


MRS. E. R. TEMPLETON. 
On motion of Mr. BYNUM, by unanimous consent leave was granted 


; to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of Mrs. E. R. 


Templeton, and they were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, no adverse report having been made thereon 


HARBOR OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. HEWITT, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print in 
the RecorpD the following correspondence with the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York in reference to the harbor of New York. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., July 25, 1886 


DeaR Str: Anexamination of the documents published in the Concry 


SSIONAL 
RECORD since Friday, July 23, will show that on the 10th of J 1SS i joint 
session of the executive committee and the committee on rbor of the cham- 
ber of commerce, a resolution was adopted, as follows 

| “Resolved, That these committees learn with pleasure and gratitude that 
through the efforts of Senator WARNER MILLER an appropriation of $1,000,000 
has been placed in the river and harbor bill for the improvement of New York 





Harbor. And we respectfully request that such amount be placed subject to 
the discretion and judgment of the Secretary of War,and not be entirely con- 
fined to any one locality or plan of improvement. 


“Attest : “CORNELIUS N. BLISS, 
“Chairman Executive Committee 
“A. FOSTER HIGGINS, 
“Chairman Commitiee on the Harbo 
It is apparent from this resolution that the item of $1,000,000 had been inserted 


without any application having been made therefor by the chamber of com- 
merce. Its approval was given after such insertion in the river and harbor bill, 
upon the distinct condition that its expenditure should “ 
fined to any one locality or plan of improvement.’ 

The language used in the river and harbor bill directing this expendit 
as follows: 

“Harbor of New York: Continuing improvement to secure a 
at mean low water at the Sandy Hook entrance to the harbor 
as the Secretary of War may approve, $750,000.”’ 

You will observe that this appropriation is limited to continuing improve- 
ment at Sandy Hook. The only improvement in progress is under an 
priation of $200,000 made in the last river and harbor bill for dredging 
channel, and therefore this additional appropriation cou!d only be used for con- 
tinuing these dredging operations, the plan of which would be subject to the 
direction of the Secretary of War. This 1 understand to be in direct contradic- 
tion of the resolution of the executive committee above quoted, which expressly 
protes's against any such limitation. 

Under these circumstances I felt justified, and in fact constrained to resist the 
adoption of the appropriation; and I was confirmed in this course by communi- 
cations which bad been received from Mr. Higgins, the chairman of your har- 
bor committee. What I said has already appeared in the Recorp, and has 
received the approval of Mr. Higgins, speaking on behalf of the chamber of 
commerce. 

You may imagine my astonishment, therefore, when I find in the Recorp of 
July 5 aletter signed by ‘* Cornelius N. Bliss, chairman of executive committee, 
approved by James M. Brown, president, Charles S. Smith, vice-president,” ad- 
dressed to ** Hon, WARNER MILLER, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.,”"’ 
under date of July 23, from which I quote the following: 

“Mr. HEwitt's remarks in the House of Representatives relative to an appro- 
priation for New York Harbor, as reported in the Recorp of the 21st instant, 
must have been made under serious misapprehension of the position of the 
chamber of commerce. 


not be ¢ ntirely con- 


‘1s 


30-foot channel 
upon such plans 


appro- 
Gedney’s 





* * * * « 

‘The statement of Mr. Hewrrr places the chamber before Congress as not 
knowing its own mind or of being divided in its counsels, neither of which is 
trae.’ 

Having acted upon the distinct resolution above quoted, and strictly in ac- 
cordance with its terms, and having received the approval of your chairman of 
the harbor committee in thus acting, it would seem that the statement made 
about division in the counsels of the chamber of commerce must be true. For 
this I am not responsible, my desire being, asa Representative and as amember 
of the chamber of commerce, to secure to New York the improvement of its 
harbor upon some well devised system which will give us a channel of at least 
30 feet of water at low tide, without wasting the public money upon tentative 
schemes which have not received the approval of either the engineers of the 
Army or of any competent board of experts. I am the more confirmed in this 
course by the following extract from the letter of General Newton, of the 23d 
nee to Hon. A. S. WILLIs, chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

OTs : 

‘* [know of no engineer of any experience who would rely upon dredging in this 
harbor, except as a temporary measure in default of a better method, and it may 
be said that there is no certainty even of temporary benefit from dredging tolast 
sufficiently long to prove of advantage to navigation.”’ 

In view of the apparently contradictory position of the chamber upon the ques- 
tions at issue, I deem it due to me that you will as soon as possible make an au- 
thoritative statement as to what the chamber of commerce really wishes to have 
done in reference to appropriations for the harborin the pending bill. Owing to 
divided counsels, and apparently contradictory action, Senator MILLER, who is 
doubtless as desirous of carrying out your views as I am, and myself are placed 
in the position of antagonizing each other, when both of us, I have no doubt, 
sincerely desire to co-operate for the good of the harbor, I venture, therefore, 
to ask a reply to this letter by return of mail, or by telegraph, if possible, in order 
that it may be used before the conference committee on the river and harbor bill 
shall make their final report. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


ABRAM 8. HEWITT. 
James M. Brown, Esq. 
President of the Chamber of Commerce, New York city. 


CHAMBER or COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, 

. New York, July 26, 1836, 

Dear Str: Iam in receipt of your favor of July 2% and have submitted the 
same to the executive committee and to the committee on harbor and shipping 
of this chamber and beg to say that I officially, the executive committee of the 
chamber, the chairman of the harbor and shipping committee, A. F. Higgins, 
esq., all unite in confirming the letter of Mr. C. N, Bliss of July 23, addressed to 
Senator MILLER, and to which you have referred. 

We also confirm the joint resolution of the executive committee and of the 
— on harbor and shipping of this chamber of June 10, which was as 
ollows: 


“Resolved, That these committees learn with pleasure and gratitude that 
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through the efforts of Senator WARNER MILLER an appropriation of $1,000,000 
has been placed in the river and harbor bill for the improvement of New York 
Harbor, and we respectfully request that such amount be placed subject to the 
direction and judgment of the Secretary of War, but not to be entirely confined 
to any one locality or plan of improvement.” 

] assure you that in our united judgment there is no conflict in this chamber 
as to the desired appropriation. je agree with you that a commission is wise 
and desirable, but we emphatically support the desirability of the appropriation 
of the $750,000 at this time and to be expended upon such plansas the Secretary 
of War may approve. Under the wording of the bill I understand the Secre- 
tary of War has full power over the plans to be adopted as well as the expend- 
iture of this sum. If this is not carefully guarded in the bill, as your letter 
seems to convey that it is not,I am sure no one will object to modifying the 
phraseology of the bill to meet this requirement. This change would.I hope, 
meet your present objections,and I trust you will see your way clear to make 
the suggested change and then give it your hearty support. 

Yours respectfully, 
JAS. M. BROWN, President. 

Hon, Ankam 8. Hewrrr, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF New YORK, 
New York, July 19, 1886. 

Dear Sim: The chamber of commerce has endeavored to embody in the bill 
8.2157, now before the House after being passed by the Senate, legislation 
deemed absolutely necessary to the protection and preservation of this harbor, 
and,as well, prudent provisions whereby the Government will be saved useless 
or inexpedient expenditure of money, all the results of many years of ineffective 
State measures and efforts, and as the only hope of relief from acts of vandal- 
ism only to be reached by this bill. In behalf of the people of this State and 
city, and as well of the whole nation to which this ocean highway is so impor- 
taut and valuable, we respectfully ask your individual consent and action in 
having this measure taken up and passed atthissession. Your compliance can 
only be creditable to your wisdom, and the boon to this port and city will be so 
important that we will ever remember your exertions for us with gratitude. 


Yours truly, 
JAS. M. BROWN, 
President Chamber of Commerce. 
CHAS. 8. SMITH, 
Vice-President. 
CORNELIUS N. BLISS, 
Chairman Executive Committee. 
SOLON HUMPHREYS, 
er. 


Treasur 
A. FOSTER HIGGINS, 
Chairman of Committee on Harbor and Shipping. 
Hon. Asramu 8. Hewrrr, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ANNAPOLIS. 


Mr. COMPTON. I move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from the further consideration of a 
bill (S. 201) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Annapolis, Md., and put the same upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for,and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
poten custom-house, and other Government offices, at the city of Annapo- 

is, Md, The plans, specifications,and full estimates for said building shall be 
previously made and roved according to law, and shall not exceed for the 
site and building complete the sum of $100,000: That the site eee 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by 
an open space of not less than 50 feet, including streets and alleys; and for the 
purposes herein mentioned the sum of $100,000 is hereby approp out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the eer urther, That no money 
appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site for 
said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Mary- 
land shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over thesame, 
during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of civil process therein. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. Are terms of United States courts held there ? 

Mr. COMPTON. I hope the House will indulge me for a few min- 
utes to state the case. 

Mr. BURROWS. I only want an answer to my question. 

Pr COMPTON. No, sir; there is notany United States court held 
ere, 

Mr. BURROWS. What are the receipts? 

Mr. COMPTON. The office pays nearly $10,000. 

Mr. BURROWS. What are the receipts from customs? 

Mr. COMPTON. The receipts from c and i speak only from 
an not having the figures at hand, are from four to five hundred 

0 

Mr. BURROWS. How much rent is paid for the post-office ? 

Mr. COMPTON. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state ex- 
actly the reasons for this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not wish to object, but simply cali attention 
to these facts, because otherwise I am apprehensive that the bill might 
provoke lengthy discussion. 

Mr. COMPTON, If the gentleman will hear me for a moment I 
think he will be satisfied, . 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan states that he does 
not object. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam not willing that the right 
to a a be altogether waived. I am willing to hear a state- 
ment from the gentleman as to the necessity for this building subject 
to the right to object. w 


Mr. COMPTON. This bill passed the Senate in the Forty-eighth 
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Congress by a unanimous vote and came tothe House, where it was ro. 
ported back unanimously from the Committee on Public Buildings anq 
Grounds accompanied by their report. 

The facts are about as I shall statethem. In the first place, as every 
one knows, Annapolis is the capital of the State of Maryland. It js | 
believe, with but two exceptions, the only State capital in the country 
which has not had provision made for a public building of some king 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. What is the necessity for it there» — 

Mr. COMPTON. The necessity is that there is no building at pres- 
ent available which can be rented to serve the purposes for which this 
building is contemplated. ‘Twice the post-office in that city has jon 
robbed, and a bill has been already passed by Congress at my sugy:s. 
tion appropriating nearly $6,000 on account of money lost by robbery 
because of the insecurity of the building. : 

Everybody knows that Annapolis is the seat of the Naval Academy. 
one of the most important, if not the most important institution of 4 
public character in this country. There are connected with that estab- 
lishment, from the superintendent down, nearly or quite one thousand 
Government employés, and there is a constant communication between 
the Government and that institution. 

Let me say in addition, Mr. Speaker, that the receipts from this office 
in the Treasury amount to between seven and ten thousand dollars over 
and above the expenditures; and $100,000 worth of business is done 
there in the way of banking, business by virtue of the system with 
which gentlemen are familiar in the post-offices of the country. 

I do think that if there is a bill before this Congress which oucht to 
claim the consideration of the House, and which is entitled to favorable 
attention at the hands of the Congress of the United States, it is the 
bill now pending before you, and for which I ask consideration to day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iwillstate one or two reasons 
why I feel constrained to oppose the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? Because if there is 
objection the bill is not before the House for discussion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I will not object to considera- 
tion if I may be permitted to give my reasons for opposing the bill. 
But without this privilege I shall not give my consent to its considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair willaskif there is other objection? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us have a vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER. Of course there will be a vote if consent is given 
for its consideration; but the Chair desires now to know whether there 
is objection to its consideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will consent to consideration 
upon the condition I have stated; otherwise I will not. I shall only 
consent with the understanding that I be permitted to make some re- 
marks in opposition to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It will be open to debate if it is before the House 
for consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. Would that give the gentleman from Arkansas 
one-hour? For if so I shall have to object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Can the report be read? 

The SPEAKER. It can be as a part of the debate if the bill is con- 
sidered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent to have the report read, 
subject to the right of objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. If it gives the gentleman one hour on this bill I 
shall feel it incumbent upon me to object for the reason that I hope to 
have in the House a report from the conferees on the sundry civil bill, 
and I would not like to have the gentleman occupy an hour and keep 
me from taking up that report for consideration. 

Mr. BRECKIN RIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no intention of occupy- 
ing over five or ten minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL, Very well; I have no objection. 

Mr. COMPTON. If permitted I will read the report. ’ 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Does this come up by unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is being asked to take it up. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will reserve the right to object subject to the 
same conditions made by the gentleman from Arkansas who announced 
his desire to be heard in reference to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The proposition here submitted 
is to spend $100,000 for the construction of a public building in one of 
our towns. I have very serious doubts about my doing my duty in 
permitting this proposition to become a question of privilege at t's 
time, for I am afraid the House is not very reliable in voting upo» bills 


to erect public oe 

Genttenen will not fail to note that the gentleman from Maryland 
has stated only ve reasons why this iture should be made 
at this point. It is an old place, rich in Revolutionary tradition; but 
that does not furnish the commercial or business necessity for a0 © 
penditure of this character. } 

The postmaster time and again has been robbed; bat that is on!y ® 
reason why we should vote a few hundred dollars to buy a bury +" 
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roof safe, and not a reason for our spending $100,000 for a building to 
put the safe in. The gentleman wants a court-house, when he dis- 
tinctly states he has no court. He wants a custom-house; and I hold 
in my hand the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
this port be abolished as a port ofcustoms. I have pending now before 
the Ways and Means Committee a bill that is indorsed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to abolish that and similar ports where the cost of col- 
Jecting the customs is more than $2 for = collected. The receipts 
are $875 a year, and the expenditures are $2.51 for every dollar that is 
collected. And now it is proposed you should spend $100,000 to pro- 
vide a custom-house at a place where it is ashame that we maintain a 
customs port at all, and to provide a court-house for a place where you 
have no court to occupy it. : 

If the question should come up here of making that the seat of a 
United States court, of course it would receive fair consideration. 
But do you propose to forestall your liberty of action and your freedom 
of judgment by putting in $100,000 as a hostage to compel you not to 
make yourselves ridiculous by refusing to give that place a court when 
you have agreed to give ita court-house, however unnecessary it may 
appear that they should have a court with all its expenses of mainte- 
nance ? 

On these none I oppose this measure as a lavish and unwise 


piece of public policy. The gentleman has not stated what is the 
rental of his office. So far as the naval establishment is concerned 
we provide all the buildings that are necessary for the Naval Academy, 


and unless the record for this post-office is something like 5 per cent. 
on $100,000, and if we take into consideration the line of expenses for 
a janitor and other things that always come along with these public 
buildings, there is not the slightest necessity or justification for erecting 
this public building or any other of a like character. 

I am willing, although I have profound convictions in this case, to 
let this question be submitted to the House, but I will promise the 
House I will be more scrupulous about discharging my duty if Iam 
equally cognizant of such reasons for not erecting a public building 
than to grant unanimous consent again when a similar case comes up, 
if this bill passes. It is said I should permit a vote. I will incline 
to the generous and confiding side and permit a vote, and then we shall 
see, and I have my fears and doubts about it, whether any proposition 
for erecting a public building can be too bad to pass. The tendency 
seems to be irresistible to stand together upon any and all proposi- 
tions to vote away the public money, when the country is groaning 
under taxation and has a debt carrying interest which needs to be paid 
with surplus funds. I fully expect that this will be my last consent 
for the consideration of a bill proposing a lavish and unwarranted ex- 

iture. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think on a measure like this we should 
have a yea-and-nay vote, at this stage of the session at any rate. 

Mr. BLAND. Let the vote be first taken by a division. 

Mr. McADOO. Is an amendment to the bill in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. McADOO. I offer the amendment which I send to the desx. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by striking out ‘‘ $100,000" and inserting ‘‘ $20,000.” 

Mr. McApoo addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. With the permission of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo] I will reserve my time, 
yielding him what time he wants in order that I may retain the floor 
and not allow discussion to take too wide a range, as I promised the 
—r Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that I would guard 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey will, then, pro- 
ceed in the time of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr.SCOTT. LIunderstood the gentleman from Arkansas only claimed 
five minutes. 


The SPEAKER. That is what theChair understood. He stated to 


object, that he would not occupy more than five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not object to the gentleman from Arkansas 
(Mr. oie on but I did not want the right to oc- 
cupy the floor for an be given him, because in the mean 
time the civil conference report might come in. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have a vote. | 

The — The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo | 


McADOO. Just one word in behalf of my amendment. Out- 
the fact that the of Maryland meets once a year in 
ue, and town of Annapolis, it is absolutely 
commercially as the ancient, venerable, and in- 
Alexandria in V: I am sure that a $20,000 
to meet all the postal and revenue col- 
and sedate old town of Annapolis. The 
significance whatever, as is shown by the re- 
ofthe Treasury asking that the customs-house at 
It has no manufacturing interests. It has 
port of any considerable importance. Even 
the native oyster comvorts himself in keep- 
of the place. 
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Mr. FINDLAY. 

Mr. McADOO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FINDLAY. The gentleman from New Jersey is on the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. Will he inform the House what part of the 
naval appropriation goes to the maintenance of the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis? 

Mr. McADOO. That has nothing to do with the question, as my 
friend must know. I dislike to oppose my excellent friend from Mary- 
land [Mr. Compton], but feél itto be my duty to ask at least a reduc- 
tion of this appropriation. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
gentleman want? 

Mr. COMPTON. Five minutes, at most. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I yield the gentleman five 
minutes. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised, sir, and I do not hes- 
itate to express my surprise, at the opposition which has been mani- 
fested to this bill, particularly opposition coming from the quarters 
from which it does come. These gentlemen upon my right [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas] and upon my left [Mr. McApoo] have 
sat here and silently, without a murmur, have seen bills passed, and 
have helped to pass bills, ofa similar character to this, bills of no more 
merit if of half so much merit as the one now pending before this House 
which they are now opposing. 

The gentleman from New Jersey says that the town of Annapolis is 
as dead commercially as the town of Alexandria. Sir, he does not 
know of what he speaks. He says that the town of Annapglis has no 
commercial interests and no manufacturing interests. Sif, there is 
being built to-day by capital from the State represented by the gentle- 
man from Maine a railroad into that town which will bring there a 
trade and a connection which will make the town necessarily of com- 
mercial importance. Besides, sir, it has an oyster-packing interest 
which is worth ten times more than any manufacturing interest in the 
city of Alexandria, and very much more than many of the manufact- 
ing interests in the State which the gentleman from New Jersey repre- 
sents. 

Sir, as I said at the outset, this is the only capital of any State in 
this country, except possibly the capitals of Delaware and Florida, 
which has not an appropriation for a public building. This ancient 
town of Annapolis, connected closely as it is with this great national 
capital—the eyrie in which the young eaglets of the Republic are taught 
to plume their wings for the flights of their after lives—is certainly en- 
titled to ask some consideration at the hands of this Congress. 

Sir, who knows but that at the next robbery of the post-office of An- 
napolis, asa result of the opposition upon this floor to providing an ad- 
equate public building there, some Government document of value, 
incaler'able in dollars and cents, may be carried away or destroyed ? 
Two robberies have already occurred there. I appeal to this House 
not to treat this old historic town of Annapolis and its interests preju- 
dicially when they have considered favorably so many other bills sim- 
ilar to this. I said that Annapolis was the only State capital which 
had not had an appropriation for a public building, except perhaps the 
capitals of Delaware and Florida. I have just been informed that 
Dover, the capital of Delaware, has a public building. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, as a tribute to the eloquence of tha 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Compton] I will modify my amend- 
ment so as to make the amount $50,000. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of almost personal 


Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 





How much time does the 


privilege. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I yield the gentleman five min- 
utes. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of my friend the Rep- 
resentative of the eighth district of Virginia, in which the city of 
Alexandria is located, and as almost the senior member from Virginia 
(very soon to pass away from this scene), I feel constrained to rise toa 
question of almost personal privilege when the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McApoo] speaks of the city of Alexandria as more dead 
than Annapolis. [Laughter.] It seems to me thatthe announcement 
of the death of so venerable a city as Alexandria ought almost to call 
for an adjournment of the House; but I take it for granted, sir, that 
“the flowers that bloom” in Alexandria ‘‘have nothing to do with 
this case.’? [Laughter.] And I hope that Alexandria will be excused 
from being put alongside of Annapolis as one of the two dead cities in 
which no public buildings are to be erected. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey as moditied. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will ask the gentleman from 
Maryland to state what is the annual rental of the post-office building 
at Annapolis. 

Mr. COMPTON. Iam unprepared to say. I am relying upon the 
reports. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is not a single fact 
stated to justify this expenditure. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to lay the bill and the pending amendment on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. 


This is a Senate bill, and although the House may 
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lay a Senate bill upon the table, as a matter of courtesy it usually ab- 
stains from doing so. 
Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the motion. 

. The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. McAp00] to strike out ‘‘ $100,000” and in- 
sert ‘*$50,000,’’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, cf Arkansas. 
tion upon the bill and the amendment. 
The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 34, noes 86. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be read a third time, 
there were—ayes 87, noes 55. 

Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SowDEN and Mr. CoMPToN were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
121, nays 91, not voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS—121, 


Louttit, 
Lovering, 
Mahoney, 
Maybury, 
McComas, 
McKenna, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 


I ask for the previous ques- 


Ford, 
Frederick, 
Barnes, Funston, 
Barry, Gay, 
Bennett, Gibson, CO. H. 
Bliss, Green, W. J. 
Blount, Grout, 
Boutelle, G uenther, 
Brady, Harmer, 
Browne, T. M. Hatch, Morrison, 
Brown, W.W. Heard, Murphy, 
Bynum, Henderson, J.8. Neal, 
Campbell, T. J. Henderson, T. J. 
Carleton, Hepburn, 
Catchings, Hermann, 
Compton, Hewitt, 

Conger, Hiestand, 
Cooper, Hill, 

Cowles, Hiscock, 

Crain, Holmes, 

Crisp, Hudd, 
Culberson, Johnson, F. A. 
Curtin, Johnston, T. D. 
Dibble, i 
Dingley, 
Dougherty, 
Dowdney, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, 
Farquhar, 
Findlay, 


Singleton, 
Snyder, 
Stahl 


Adams, J.J. 
Baker, 


Stephenson, 
Ste 


Osborne, 

Perry, Wi . 
Pettibone, Wakefield, 
Pindar, Wheeler, 
Reid, J. W. Wilkins, 
Rockwell, Wilson, 
Rowell, Wise, 
Ryan, Wolford, 
Sawyer, Woodburn. 


Scott, 
Scranton, 
Shaw, 


NAYs—91. 


Allen, J. M. 
Bayne, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bland 


Bound > 


Boyle, 


Kelley, 
Kleiner, 
La Follette, 


Geddes, 


Breckinridge, C. R. Gilfillan, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Giass, 


Buck, 

Bunnell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Clements, 
Cobb, 


Davidson, A. C. 
Dockery, 
Denn, 

Eden, 
Eldredge, 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 
Allien, C,H. 
Anderson, C. M. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Ballentine, 

ur 


Beach, 
Blanchard, 
Bragg, 
Brown, C. E, 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, Felix 


eagwell, J.E. 
Candler, 


Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Clardy, 
Collins, 


’ 


Hall, 
Haisell, 
Harris, 
Hemphill, 
Herbert, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, 
Hutton, 
Irion, 
Jackson, 
James, 
Johnston, J.T. Randall, 
Jones, J. H. Ranney, 
NOT VOTING—110. 
Comstock, Jones, J. T. 
Croxton, K m, 
Cutcheon, Laffoon, 
Davenport, Landes, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Lindsley, 
Davis, Long, 
Da Lymen, 
Markham, 
Martin, 
McKinley, 


Miller, 
Mills, 
Morrill, 


Morrow, 
Maller, 


Plumb, 
Price, 


aynes, 
Henderson, D.B, 
Henley, 
Hires, 
Houk, 
Howard, 


Rogers, 


So the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 


AvGutst 2, 


Mr. PETERS. AsIam — with the gentleman from A la}am, 
[Mr. MARTIN], and do not how he would vote on this quest ioy 
I have refrained from voti 4 
Mr. TUCKER. Thongh I am paired with the gentleman from \.;. 
mont [Mr. Stewart], I have voted in the affirmative, understanding 
that he would vote in the same way. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until farther notice: 
. TURNER with Mr. Dorsry. 
. HALE with Mr. Hovux. 
. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
. HENLEY with Mr. HANBACK. 
. Comstock with Mr. Burrows. 
Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs. 
Mr. CABELL with Mr. Wurre, of Minnesota. 
Mr. CANDLER with Mr. HAYNEs. 
Mr. Joun M. Taytor with Mr. Ike H. TayLon. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. BUCHANAN. 
Mr. WINANS with Mr. CuTcHEoN. 
Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PHELPs. 
Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. O’ DoNNELL. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Mr. REESE with Mr. Apams, of Illinois. 
Mr. Storm with Mr. DuNHAM. 
Mr. Rogers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
Mr. RoBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 
Mr. SADLER with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 
Mr. TUCKER with Mr. Stzwakrt, of Vermont. 
Mr. BARBouR with Mr. Lipsey. 
Mr. BRAGG with Mr. CASWELL. 
Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. Dawson with Mr. RANNEY. 
Mr. ARNot with Mr. Tomas, of Llinois. 
Mr. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. Jonzs, of Alabama, with Mr. Brown, of Ohio 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MoRRILL. 
Mr. Grgson, of West Virginia, with Mr. Morrow. 
Mr. MARTIN with Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. Croxton with Mr. HAYDEN. 
Mr. Pre. with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. GRoSVENOR. 
For this day: 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Gorr. 
On this vote: 
Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. REED, of Maine. 
Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. Lona. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
The bill was accordingly fread the third time. 
The question being taken on the passage of the bill, there were— 
ayes 77, noes 52. ‘ 
Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SowpEN and Mr. CoMPTON were ap- 
inted. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, noes9!. 
So the bill was passed. 
Mr. COMPTON moved to recousider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympsow, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed to by the 
House to the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30), 1°", 
and for other purposes; asked a further conference with the !louse 02 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as con erces 
on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLIson, Mr. Have, and Mr. BECK. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order of )us- 


ness. 
Mr. RANDALL. Unless the Chair desires to proceed with the call 
of States I will t a conference report. 
ie oe io conference report has precedence, of cours’, 
_ po ood or of States and Territories for eetateed ue- 
a ations for and the conference Te 
re reference, 


I wish to conform to the wishes of the Chair. 
Mr. BELMONT. I move thatthe morning hour for the cal! of State 
the joint resolutions be dis 
by unanimous consent members shall be allowed 
resolutions with the Clerk, to be entered 00 
RECORD. ' : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves, by 200" 
mous consent, todispense with the formal call of States and Termtons, 
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allowed to present them to the Clerk for reference. 





I object. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I will come in now. I present a report from the 
committee of conference, which I ask to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendmentsof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, ana for other purposes, after full and free conference have been unable to 


— Ss. J. RANDALL, 
W. H. FORNEY, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 
E. HALE, 
J. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will be quiet, as 
my Voice is not strong to-day. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not proceed until members 
resume their seats and order is preserved. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the report shows a disagreement as 
to the entire number of amendments of the Senate, and the whole bill 
isin controversy. Our conferees desired to come back with a report 
showing where the two Houses did agree, but the Senate conferees pre- 
ferred full disagreement; in fact, the conferees have really agreed to 
201 amendments outof 243. So that 42 only are still in controversy. 

The bill as it went to the Senate appropriated $21,311,525.24. The 
bill as passed by the Senate appropriated $24,418,375.32. Theincrease, 
therefore, made by the Senate was $3, 106,150.08. 

T2 amount receded from by the Senate is $1,803, 460.32. 
amount receded from by the House, $974,286.94. 

The forty-two amendments about which there is disagreement in- 
volve an amount of $229,103.82. Of the $974,286.94 receded from by 
the House there are various items in reference to which recession was 
compelled on the part of the House conferees because of bills which 
have become law since action was taken on this bill by the House 
committee and House, those items aggregating $476,750. So that the 
recession by the House of the amount within the discretion of the 
conferees of the House is half a million of money. 

I will enumerate the matter about which there is disagrement. 

There is disagreement in reference to amendments of the Senate from 
No. 80 to No. 105, which relate to the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

The House desired to reduce the number of field officers and also the 
office force, and to make a changein some of the salaries of these officials. 
There are many matters, if these were out of the way, the Senate would 
recede from, resulting in further reduction in the amount of the bill. 

The next amendments on which there is disagreement are 138 and 
139. 

That is the appropriation for the completion and change of the origi- 
nal in connection with the Pension building on Judiciary Square. 

House desired, as soon as the building shall be completed in the 
manner provided in the House bill, certain other bureaus under the 
control of the Secretary of the Interior now occupying rented buildings 
to the extent of $37,000 shall go into that Pension building, thus sav- 
ing to the Government the amount now paid for outside rent. 

There is, the House conferees thought when this was done, sufficient 
room to accommodate all of these bureaus, as provided for in the House 
bill. The Senate dissent from that view, but agree to the appropria- 
tions as fixed by the House for the completion of the building and put- 


it in such order as to receive all of these bureaus, or some of them 


Tought to say that the Senate conferees, or some of them 
deli think this building, if put in complete order, would 
for the and would not resist placing some of these 
if not all of them, in that building, thereby saving to the 
$37,000 now paid in rent. 
The next matter of ent relates to the land service. While 
settlement, have reached on one or two or perhaps three 
these amendments embraced in Nos. 146, 148, 150, 151, 152, 153, 
and 155, there being a disagreement on some of them, the conferees 
it better to bring the entire number back. The first is under 
the head of proteeting the public lands: 
nor the protection of the public lands from illegal and fraudulententry or ap- 


The House $90,000 for this service. The Senate placed the 
amount at $75,000. I can say to the House I think if there could be 
40 agreement reached as to some of the other items the Senate conferees 
might possibly reeede and permit the Honse amount to be fixed as a 
recommendation of the conferees. ‘The House conferees adhere 
the $90,000. 
next item of 
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amendment numbered which ouse appropriated $15,000; 
the Senate increased it to $20,000. The House would recede and ac- 
provided the rest of these amendments could be agreed 


| 


; ————_——_—————— 


upon or some conclusion reached in regard to all of those points of dis- 


. | agreement covered by the public-land service. 


\mendment numbered 150, te enable the reproduction of worn and 

| deiaeed official plats on file, was fixed by the House at $5,000, and by 

| the Senate at $10,000. I think in this connection I can say also that 
the Senate will probably recede in that matter. Amendment 151 is 
for furnishing transcripts of records and plats, $5,000, which amount is 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 
There will not be any difficulty about that if the matters embraced in 
the preceding amendments can be arranged. 

The survey of the public lands, for whieh the House appropriated 
$50,000, is provided for in the House bill, and to this the Senate have 
incorporated amendments numbered 152, 153, and 154. The language 

of the House bill was— 


And the sum hereby appropriated, as far as may be necessary, may be ex- 
pended for the examination of surveys in the field to test the accuracy of the 
work, &c. 


The Senate amendments, if adopted, will make it read: 


And of the sum hereby appropriated $10,000, or so much thereof as may be nee 
essary, may be expended for the examination of survey 


: be: sin the field made under 
this appropriation, &c. 


It will be observed that while $50,000 is given for the surveys of the 
public lands, and the discretion is allowed for the expenditure of the 
entire amount for the examination of what may be called alleged fraud- 
ulent entries and the detection of frand in connection with that matter. 
Both.sides seem equally determined in relation to this matter, and the 
conferees of the House were unwilling to move at all from the position 
the House had taken unless they first came here and informed the House 
of their difficulties in this direction. My own judgment is that if the 

| House conferees felt themselves at liberty there could be an agreement 
reached as to these items going to apprepriate $25,000 to be used for 
the survey of the public lands snd the other $25,000 for the purpose of 
the investigations of fraudule entries. 

The next amendment abo: which there is disagreement, No. 159, 
relates to the Yellowstone Park. Here is a park I think 55 miles in 
length in one direction and 65 miles in length in theother. There are 
eleven civilian officials there which the Senate desire to continue. The 
House conferees are of opinion that eleven men with the civil authority 
of law only are altogether inadequate to the care and protection of such 
a@ vast domain as that, and desire to appropriate $20,000, to be used in 
the repair of roads and bridges, and to provide that hereafter there shal] 
be a company of cavalry stationed there by order of the proper author- 
ities for the protection of the park. While the House is quite deter- 
mined in that direction the Senate conferees seemed to be equally de- 
termined in the other. 

The next amendment, No. 160, relates to the appropriation of $50,- 
000 for the erection of a hospital building for convict and homicidal in- 
sane persons at Saint Elizabeth, the Government Insane Hospital. I 
think there could be an agreement reached as to thatif the rest of these 
matters were reconciled. 

Amendments 227 and 228 relate to the stenographers for the judges 
of the Supreme Court. It will be remembered that I, im my own 
individual relation, on the floor when this bill was under considera- 
tion offered an amendment permitting this provision to be incorpo- 
rated into law. But when I come to act as conferee I necessarily sink 
my own individual beliefs in that and conform to the opinion of the 
House; and we have, therefore, with unanimity I think, dissented from 
this proposition, believing that the House having had that provision 
rejected on a point of order, and not having sought ir my other way 
possible to embrace it within the bill, we preferred to come back and 
give the House the opportunity of action as to this particular clause. 

The next three amendments, which are the concluding amendments 
about which there is a difference, are Nos. 230, 232, and 233, under the 
heading, ‘*‘ Works of Art.’’ 

Amendment 230 is as follows: 


For the purchase of works of art,and the necessary cleaning and repairing 
thereof, including new frames, under the direction of the Joint Committee on the 
Library of Congress, $10,000. 

This is a provision which places at the disposal of the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library $10,000 for the purchase of such works of art as 
they in their judgment see fit to buy for the ornamentation of this 
building. The House conferees believe that whatever the purchases 
are to be of this sort ought to be made with the direet approval of the 
two Houses of Congress. 

The same remark applies to the other two amendments of the Sen- 
ate, No. 232 and No. 233, which are as follows: 


For the purchase of the painting of “The First Fight of Ironclads,” by W. 
FP. Halsall, $7,500. 


For the purchase of the painting entitled ‘“‘ Farming in Dakota,” by Carl Guth- 
erz, $3,000 

This is a summary of the disagreements. The Senate further in- 
sists, and the House conferees in form ask for like aetion by the House, 
but desire if possible by the discussion which may occur in this con- 
nection an expression of thesentiments in some degree even informally 
of the House in these particulars. I am now ready to yield to any gen- 
tleman who desires to be heard on any of these amendments. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call attention to the amendment in 
regard to the Pension building. The Senate amendment strikes out 
that part of the House bill which provides an appropriation for com- 
pleting the fourth story for the oceupancy of ‘‘the General Land Office, 
Indian Office, Bureau of Education, Office of the Commissioner of Rail- 
roads, Bureau of Labor, the office of the agent for the payment of pen- 
sions in the District of Columbia, and Office of the Geological Survey.’’ 

I believe the Senate did not insert any specific amount. 

Mr. RANDALL. There really will be no difficulty about that ap- 
propriation for the completion of the building. The only difficulty is 
about the occupation of the building. The Senate conferees prefer that 
matters should be adjusted after the completion of the building. The 
House conferees thought it could be as well fixed now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to call attention very briefly to the prop- 
osition which is embraced in the present bill and the amendment of 
the Senate. It is proposed by the House provision to locate certain 
public offices in the new part of the fourth story of this building. I 
want to atate to the gentleman from Pennsylvania I have taken the 
pains to visit the Pension building recently, since this subject was be- 
fore the House a short time ago, to see for myself what rooms would 
be provided for the occupancy of the offices I have named if this pro- 
vision as embraced in the House bill is adopted. ’ 

The fourth story of that building as now contemplated for comple- 
tion will not have any openings on the outside of the building at all 
but will be lighted by a sky-light and will receive air only from the 
inside court of the building. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state to the gentleman that that fourth story 
is only intended for record rooms. No clerks are to work there under 
any circumstances. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am glad to hear the gentleman say so because 
I do not think it would be safe even for life to put a human being in 
that fourth story in summer, the rooms being lighted by sky-lights 
only and having ventilation only from the court which has no outside 
communication. To do so would be forcing human beings into a place 
not suitable for human existence. 

I have endeavored to call the attention of the committee, however, 
and of the House to the necessity of putting another story on the build- 
ing, and with that in view I desire to move at the proper time to re- 
cede from our disagreement to the Senate amendment and concur 
therein with the following amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. The original bill provided that the fourth story 
should be used for records. I do not yield for the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will read it: 

That the work on the fourth story of the building be suspended until fur- 
ther appropriation be specifically made therefor; and that the Architect of the 
Treasury Department be, and he is hereby, authorized to prepare and transmit 
to Congress at the next session a plan and estimates of cost for the construction 
of a mansard story on said building to take the place of the fourth story as con- 
templated on the present plan. 

This will give the Government another story suitable for office-rooms 
over the entire area of this building; a story adapted to the very offices 
named in this bill; while the story provided for in the bill when com- 
pleted will not be useful for anything except for storage purposes. 

A very small cost will give us enough room for all the offices con- 
templated here, and the object of my amendment is that the Architect 
of the Treasury Department—it will cost the Government nothing— 
shall make an estimate of the cost and draw plans which will provide 
this additional room and which when provided will afford rooms suited 
for publicoffices. Wehave elevators in that building and another story 
added will not make a tall or unsightly building, but, in fact, will 
greatly improve the present architectural appearance, if I may use such 
an expression in speaking of this building. 

I think that a very little increase over the cost of preparing the fourth 
story room would put a mansard story upon the building, which would 
greatly improve its present unsightly appearance, and ish a large 
amount of useful office room at small expense. It will certainly cost 
nothing to suspend work in the mean time u the building and get 
a plan and estimate from the Architect of Treasury for another 
story. It is with a view to that, and with a view to improving the ap- 

ce of a building which is now extremely unsightly and not cred- 
itable to the architectural skill of our country, or to any person that has 
had anything to do with its construction, that I offer thisamendment. 
I hope therefore the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
and the Committee on Appropriations will agree to this amendment, 
as it does not involve any additiona] expenditure but simply asks for 
an estimate from the Architect as to the cost of a mansard story to take 
the place of the fourth story contemplated by the present plan. . 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the Speaker be good enough to tell me how 
much time I have left? 

TheSPEAKER. The€hair thinks the gentleman hasoccupied eight- 
een or twenty minutes, including the time occupied by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SprincER]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], that in my judgment to take this 
building away from the architect who has been engaged in its con- 
struction and put in under another architect would not be wise, and 
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therefore, if I can, I shall at the proper time prevent that amen 

from interfering with the general motion which I wish to ae 

the House further insist upon this point, because I believe that after 

discussion the conferees will feel themselves at liberty to act in the 

direction of the wish of the House in matters about which there js 
i ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that this building ought to be com. 
pleted on the present plan, whether we provide to move the offices jn 
or not; and I want to suggest to the gentleman, if the Senate wil! not 
recede, whether it would not be well to have an agreement by which 
the building could be completed at all events, and also a modification 
of the law as it now is, for I believe itis held by the Attorney-General] 
that under the law none but the Pension Office can occupy the building. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is merely an opinion. - 

Mr. CANNON. Butit has the force of law. 

Mr. RANDALL. But we propose to put something in the law that 
will change that. It can not be possible that, with room vacant which 
would accommodate fourteen hundred clerks and with a rental of 
$37,000 a year against the Government for the use of buildings outside. 
the Congress can not say that that space shall be occupied when it is 
ready for occupation. 

Mr. CANNON. I agree with the gentleman, but I want to call his 
attention to the fact that unless a change is made in the existing law 
the Pension Office will continue to occupy the building to the exclusion 
of other offices. 

Mr. RANDALL. The position of the Commissioner of Pensions, as 
I understand him, is this: While he does not deny that there is room 
for fourteen hundred more clerks in that building, yet he does not want 
that room occupied by any other Department. Now, it had occurred 
to us that the Secretary of the Interior himself might consider that that 
was a place to be preferred to his present small and confined quarters in 
the Patent Office. I think all the conferees look to having ultimately 
some of the bureaus go into that office, and as I have said, perhaps the 
Secretary himself may conclude to go there also. I now yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, concerning the appropria- 
tion for the Yellowstone Park, as I understand the chairman of the 
committee, it is proposed to have a company of cavalry sent there 

Mr. RANDALL. I said a company, but I will change the remark 
and say that we propose to have some cavalry sent there. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The present assistants employed in the 
park are not selected alone for the protection of the curiosities in the 
park, but also for the purpose of preserving the game; and since the 
new superintendent has been appointed he has selected mountaineers, 
men familiar with the passes in the mountains, men familiar with the 
habits of animals, men who are accustomed to the use of snow-shoes, 
and who can go in winter from place to place to protect the game from 
the hunters who go in there to destroy it. 

Aside from the preservation of objects of curiosity or interest, the 
purpose is to preserve the natural game in the park, and I believe that 
the idea of having a company of cavalry, or such a number of cavalry 
as may be necessary, sent up there is an excellent one. In conversa- 
tion with Lieutenant Kingman, the United States officer in charge 
there, who certainly is remarkably competent and whose work reilects 
great credit upon him, he told me he believed that ultimately the only 
way in which we could preserve the game in the park would be by the 
construction of immense stockades, in which the different species of 
native animals abounding in that section of the country may be pre- 
served. This could bedone by troops at trifling cost to the Government. 

Mr.RANDALL. Can the gentleman enumerate some of the animals 
out there? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I believe there are some seventy or 
eighty buffaloes now in the park, and a great many deer, elk, and au- 
telope. Two years ago, I believe, one enterprising hunter killed som¢ 
forty deer in one herd that he caught in the snow. 

Now, the object of these assistants is to preserve the game. Any ove 
who has visited that park must admit that it is the grandest object of 
interest in the United States; it is one which to-day is very largely 
attracting travelers from abroad who come here to witness those grand 0)- 
jects of interest—nature’s wonders. Hence weshould be liberal in build- 
ing roadways in that park, in preserving the game there, and protecting 
theobjectsof interest. Thereason the Senate so tenaciously clings to tls 
feature of retaining these assistants is that many Senators have visited 
the park and recognize the benefit to be derived from the labors of those 
competent mountaineers in preserving and protecting the game. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield to the gentleman from lowa (Mr. 
HENDERSON ] whatever time he wishes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, offowa. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the Senate 
amendment; and I differ from my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 0 NEILL] 
when he siates that the reason this amendment has been urged by | 
Senate is that so many Senators have wandered around the spouting 
that Shey foc it mereomry to make lange expendionres to Keep up‘ 

to e expenditures eep v 
force now running that If the gentleman would speak with the 
candor which usually him, he would say that the 








1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


7865 





reason is that the — superintendent of that park is from the State 
t a prominent gentleman from his State is trying 
to keep that superintendent with his subordinates in control of the 


of Missouri, and 


k. 
Pr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
tent man you ever had there 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ‘‘Mosteflicient!’? We will look into 
thatina moment. In the first place I want to call attention to the fact 
that there is in the existing law ample power to provide for the care of 
k. The actof March, 1883, contains the following provision 


with reference to the care of the national park: 


Secretary of War, upon the 
nag authorized and directed 


the game or objects of curiosity therein, or for any other purpose pro- 
ted by law, and to remove such persons from the park if found therein. 


That is the only statute authorizing the conirol of the national park. 
You have no law for your present system of a superintendent with as- 
sistants, — what has been put in an appropriation bill. What I 
have just ‘ in 
that park, and it is this provision that we should be governed by. 

Now, here is a little empire, as has been shown, 55 by 65 miles in 
extent, and it is expected, as we now learn for the first time, that nine or 
eleven ‘‘mountaineers”’ are to control and regulate this park and pro- 
tect the game—‘‘ mountaineers’’ from Illinois, ‘‘mountaineers’’ from 
Missouri, ‘‘mountaineers’’ from every part of the country (except the 
mountains), who have been imported into that section within the last 
few months, many of whom would not know a bear from a jackal or a 
jack-rabbit froma jackass! [Laughter.] Theseare the kind of ‘‘ mount- 
aineers”’ that Mr. Wear, the superintendent, is putting into that park. 


Isay, Mr. Speaker, that we have ceased to havea national park. Itisno 
longer anational park, but the property of a private corporation and aring 
of park hotels. t is the fact of the matter. There are now in the 


national under what is called the Park Hotel Association, five 
hotels. m you go to Saint Paul or Minneapolis and want to buy a 
ticket to the national park you are furnished with a ticket with cou- 
pons to stop at these hotels, which are in combination and practically 
in copartnership with the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, as I am 
informed. The independent hotels are not recognized in the transaction. 
I know of one instance—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, rose. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Just waita little. 
on the ‘*mountaineers’’ presently. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I only wish to ask a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. All right. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Are you aware that this great corpora- 
tion you speak of is in bankruptey—in the hands of a receiver? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir. There is one bankrupt cor- 
poration; but there is another full-fledged corporation, thoroughly 
armed and equi , Which now practically owns the National Park. 
My friend from Missouri should read up and inform himself. He is 

about ‘‘ mountaineers’’ than he is about this association. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I think I am posted on the facts. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is a regularly organized and 
equipped Park Hotel Association that has the National Park in its 
pocket; and I charge that the superintendent has gone to Saint Paul, 
as the agent both for the purchaser and the seller, to buy out or force 
out other hotel-owners there. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not think the gentleman’s state- 
ments are correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Absolutely correct. Let me make a 
farther statement. The gentleman from Missouri has spoken of the 
— superintendent as so far superior to preceding superintendents. 

us see about him. 

I have seen with my own eyes an order of the Interior Department, 
which I understand this superintendent had brought about, requiring 
every vehicle for carrying freight to have a wagon-tire 4 inches wide. 

Mr. CANNON. Four inches and a half. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam corrected by my friend from Ilii- 
nois, req them to have a wagon-tire 4 inches and a half. 

Now, Mr. , that puts it in the power of the park monopoly 

freeze man there who has his little wagon for hauling his 
the park. The poor man is thus practically 


recommended such an order? This superior gentleman who 
has raked the mountains for mountainecr3 to effectually guard this 


I will let you loose 


to members of the House who have visited 
aan oe last twelve or fourteen months. ae — 
lations require shall be charged for carrying passengers from the 
station of the Northern Pacific Reilroad to the great hotel at Mammoth 


of Ivania. They are charged $2. 
. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You are right, sir; they are charged 
: But when a member of on this floor now, pressed that 
faithful” superintendent to w if such things were done he 


And he is the most efficient and compe- 


uest of the Secretary of the Interior, is 
to make the necessary details of troops to pre- 
vent trespassers and intruders from entering the park for the purpose of de- 


is the law giving the power to exercise proper care of 







evaded at first, but finally and reluctantly admitted that he knew it. 
Yet there is no letter on file from this ‘‘ vigilant saperintendent’’ to 
show he knew there were men who had violated the law in that great 
domain. 

That is not all. The Government owns a great saw-mill there. I 
know of one little hotel whose owner went to ask to have sawed 25, 000 feet 
of lumberatthat mill. He wasdenied the privilege, although he offered 
to pay for it,and then that same mill, under the management at that 
park, turned around and sawed 1,000,000 feet of lumber for the ring 
hotels there, which fatten under the protecting wing of your ‘‘ compe- 
tent superintendent.”’ 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Is not the gentleman from Iowa speak- 
ing of the ring superintendent from his own State ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; it was not. It was under the 
superintendence of Mr. Wear, a gentleman from yourState. Thesuper- 
intendent from my State, Major Conger, fought the old hotel associa- 
tion with all his might until he brought down upon his head the whole 
force of that once powerful corporation. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. When did yoursuperintendent get out? 
They have not been out for six months. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Major Conger has been out for a year 
and a half at least. Major Carpenter, who succeeded him, was one of 
the first removals under this administration. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I assert all these things originated 
under your Republican superintendent. It was done when Mr. Teller 
was Secretary of the Interior. Then the old hotel system which you 
denounce was created. It has been only within the last few monthsa 
change has been made, and that ring has been driven out of the park. 
I therefore suggest to the gentleman not to indulge in any more rhet- 
orice. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My dear boy, just keep your seat and 
attend to your panthers. [Laughter.] I am making specifications; I 
am stating facts that have occurred and are now occurring under the 
present management. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. 
the specifications. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let us see further about the present 
superintendent. Iam not done with him yet. My friend from Mis- 
souri is a great advocate of the laboring man. He is chairman of the 
Committee on Labor in this House. Does he, with his inquiring mind, 
in the interest of this superintendent, not know that there is posted up 
in this great hotel at the Mammoth Springs a notice that no laboring 
man is to be allowed to come into that hotel? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have never seen it or heard of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Itis true, and I will tell you more, as 
chairman of the Committee on Labor, that the superintendent of that 
hotel, a man by the name of Strang, insults every laboring man who 
appears on the threshold of this hotel, a hotel which is being kept up 
for foreign flunkies, foreign aristocrats, and moneyed men from our 
own country who go there to spend their leisure hours under the pro- 
tection of these ‘‘mountaineers.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Will you give me a minute to answer 
that? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have no time to yield; the gentle- 
man must get it from the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If that fact is established I would vote to 
put him out very quick. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have iton good authority. Another 
thing, too, Mr. Speaker: One man held a lease which authorized him 
to build a hotel of wood. He gothislumber on the ground for the pur- 
pose of finishing the hotel this very summer in order to be prepared for 
the visitations of this year. This gentleman, Mr. Wear, the present 
superintendent of the park, came to him and questioned him like an 
autocrat asto what he wasabout todo. Being fully answered he stopped 
him in his work, and then when asked for the reasons why he did so, 
he said it was because he could build the hotel of logs, for he held that 
lumber was not wood, but logs were. [Laughter.] Why, this fellow 
is a sort of a philosopher—this superintendent of the National Park. 
He knows and sees a fine distinction in the language of a contract, so 
that a man who is rearing a hotel of suitable and sightly character to 
be built of lumber is stopped and prevented from doing it because the 
superintendent holds that logs are wood butlumber is not! That isa 
very nice distinction indeed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Will you not allow me just a minute? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifthe gentleman from Iowa is through I will be 
glad to arrange so as to pass from this part of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Just in a very few minutes, I will 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania after a word or two 
more. 

When this man of whom I have spoken appealed to the Secretary of 
the Interior he found that he could get no speedy remedy, but a tedi- 
ous correspondence and a provoking delay ensued. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Let me finish that part of the gentle- 
man’s speech. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman can get time from the 


You had better furnish some plans with 


gentleman from Pennsylvania. I say when this man appealed to the 
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Seeretary of the Interior by letters and telegram to have this wrong 
rectified, after having negotiated and negotiated, the day before yes- 
terday I received a letter from the gentleman saying that Wear’s tyr- 
anny had won and he had been compelled by the advanced season and 
the delay to give up the enterprise; and that, too, weeks after I had 
received an intimation that the superintendent of the park had sworn 
to freeze that man out of it. 

I assert here before this House and before the country that the Na- 
tional Yellowstone Park is in the hands of a ip between 
the Hotel Park Association and the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
as itseems tome. I know the fact that independent lessees who had 
bought provisions at Saint Paul could not get them shipped to the park 
by the Northern Pacifie Railroad, evidently hoping, as I fear, thereby 
to compel this single hotel to abandon its business because of not being 
able to put provisions upon the tables for the guests. 

It is time, I claim, that the House of Representatives of the United 
States should tell those pressing this amendment on the Senate that 
they can not put fancy officers in there to rule like tyrants over the 
park in the interests of a ring or corporation, when the law of the land 
has intended that this should be free to every American citizen whether 
he wears a plug hat or the garb of a workman; and my friend from 
Missouri will appreciate that illustration, I apprehend. [Laughter. ] 

I have much more that I would like to say in this connection, but 
having been invited to yield the floor for the purpose of ing as 
rapidly as possible with the consideration of this bill I will now yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Ra NDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. GLOVER] and also to the gentleman on the right, Mr. 
O'NEILL. I want to pass from the consideration of this Yellowstone 
Park matter. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that this amendment 
may be adopted. I desire the House to understand that the people of 
Saint Louis have some higher ideas than that of merely prying open the 
doors of the Treasury. 

I do not know that the people of Saint Louis are particularly proud 
of, or particularly wrapped up in, the gentleman who is now the super- 
intendent of the Yellowstone Park. If they are I do not know it; and 
I desire to state here that the last I heard of the superintendent of that 
park was that he had become interested in a coal mine which 
was situated on the margin of the park; and that thereupon, or imme- 
diately thereafter, no doubt without the knowledge of the Senator who 
introduced the bill, a bill was introduced in the Senate of the United 
States which would cut off that portion of the park, leaving it in his 
possession witha title. If that issoitindicatesjobbery. Idenot mean 
to say that this is true; but if an investigation is moved into this 
matter by anybody, I will undertake to introduce a gentleman of cred- 
ible character to this House who claims to be able to give the informa- 
tion necessary to substantiate that fact. 

I have carefully scrutinized this amendment, and notwithstanding 
the gentleman who last spoke insinuates that the members from Saint 
Louis can be influenced by the fact that this superintendent is from 
that State, I deem it only necessary to say in reply that whoever may 
be in charge there, I hope most devoutly this amendment may be 
adopted. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not know where the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] got his information. He seems to be 
very well up in little points and little details, which it is marvelous 
that a man in a busy life herecan acquire. Ido know thesuperintend- 
ent of that park has incurred the eternal ill-will and hostility of a 
railroad ring which to-day hangs about the corridors surrounding this 
Chamber asking for the building of a railroad through that park; and 
I believe the gentleman from lowa has obtained some little of his in- 
formation from the tlemen who are identified with that interest. 
They have this Hall and the Senate Chamber from the be- 
ginning of this session. 

Mr. DERSON, of Iowa. I will state to the gentleman that I 
am against any railroad going through the National Park, as my voice 
aud vote will tell when the time comes. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I say the great crime that superintendent has com- 
mitted has been that he has stood up there a bulwark against that ring 
which has endeavored to destroy that park by the introduction of rail- 
roads intoit. Thesearethemen whogoaroundand make those 

I assert every charge the gentleman has made applies only to the 
former management. The leases he refers to were made under the late 
Republican administration, and the monopoly he refers to had for super- 
intendent of the park a gentleman from hisown State. As it proved a 
heavy loss, and went into the hands of a receiver, it is idle to refer to 
it. The present efficient superintendent has vindicated the judgment 
of the Secretary of the Interior in his appointment. 
the law and protected the property; and to-day the fact 
as eee that man’s courage, 

aithful performance than te the i isions of 

[Here the hammer fell. , ee 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield three minutes to the from 
Kentucky { Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who desires to be on the amend- 
ment providing stenographers for the justices of the Supreme Court. 


AUGUST 2, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I send a resolution to th. 
desk with the view of obteimi=g on it an expression of the opinion of 
the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate amendments °- ..., 
228, and agree to the same. _— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The amendment the §.).;, 
has made is as follows: 

For stenographic clerks for the Chief-Justice and for each associate j1;<);,,. > 
the Supreme Court, at not exceeding $1,600 each. —_ 

The object of the amendment is to give to that court as much 
time in each year as is now oceupied in the manual labor of wri:;,, 
their opinions. It is an increment of just that much to the wor;;,. 
time to each of the justices. — 

The dearest of all things is cheap justice. The most wastefy! of 4)) 
extravagance is so-called economy in our courts of justice. If tho 
Chief-Justice be worth $10,000 a year and the associate justices 4 yy 
surely it is very bad economy to require them to do the manual }.))o, 
of writing their opinions when it can be done at $1,600 a year. Qa; 
docket is behind, and we are giving it no relief. Our court is delayeg 
and we are offering them no additional help. This gives to them the 
time now taken up in most irksome and fatiguing manual work to (j¢. 
vote to their intellectual efforts. 

I can think of nosmall assistance that can have so great fruit as this. 
Why weourselves employ stenographers out of our own salarics 

Mr. HOLMAN. We pay for them out of half the salaries those gop. 
tlemen get. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We pay for them out of ou 
salaries, which are less than the salaries of these justices; and there js 
not one among us that in doing it does not believe that we have heey 
required by our constituents to do that which is unjust to ourselves, 
Yet we are not willing to undergo that labor. A man who has to work 
with his brains in the library over a record and finally has reduced it 
down until it is fit to be the decision of the last court of resort ing 
great country like this is not the man that ought to be required to take 
the time to write that opinion. It is a very small addition in money, 
while it is a very great aid to give that mam a stenographer that he 
may dictate that opinion to him. 

I confess, sir, when this was before the House and was ruled out on 
a point of order it hardly seemed to me to be subject to the point of 
order, because we had it in our power to say what should be the ex- 
penses of that court. But now itis before us legitimately and the real 
question involved in it is this: Is the help thus to be given to the Su- 
preme Court worth that much money? For one, I do not hesitate to 
sayitis. Ihave practiced law all my manhood before overworked men, 
men who have tried faithfully to do the duty that they were required 
to do in spite of the tremendous labor it involved. I believe that the 
Supreme Court can be aided somfewhat by this, And if we will not 
take time from other and less important things to ‘adopt some measure 
of relief by adding to the number of the judges, let us atleast give them 
this small relief. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now ask that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to the Senate amendments, and accede to the request of 
the Senate for another conference. 

Mr. REAGAN and Mr. HoLMAN both addressed the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield first to the gentleman from Texas { Mr. 
REAGAN ]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, referring to the question of the Yellow- 
stone National Park, which as I understand is a territory 60 miles in 
extent one way by over 50 in the other, large enough for a quarter ot 

State, which has been set apart as a public park, it seems to me that 
the amendment which ought to be made to the bill would be one which 
would repeal all laws setting that territory apart.asa park, discharging 
all the men engaged in taking care of it, and providing that the property, 
under such regulations as might be made by the proper Government o!!- 
cers, should be sold, and should pass into the hands of private part's. | 
do not think it.is the duty of this Government to go into the show )0s- 
ness, or to undertake to provide imperial parks for the few wealthy 
persons who can take advantage of them at the expense of the ,re«t 
mass of the and I the time will come, and that as ear'y 4% 

that park will be abandoned, for as long as it lasts " 
bea ef corruption, jobbery, and scandal. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman !m™ 
Indiana [Mr. HoLmMAn]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not agree with the gentlema 
from Texas in regard to the Yellowstone Park. I think it is very “°*" 
that we should adopt with reference to that park the same policy 

have adopted with reference to the ether parks. If I remem'r* 
correctly we transferred the island at the Straits of aw at the 
i to the State o 


more 
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ming to administer justice in the park, and that Territory has expended 
heretofore $8,000 a year to maintain the public peace and order in that 
region. In my judgment the park ought to be turned over to the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming in trust for the purposes for which the dedication 
was originally made. Gentlemen will see upon examining the subject 
that a very carefully prepared law has been enacted defining criminal 
offenses in the park, a law intended to protect the objects of interest 
there from injury and destruction and the wild animals, and to protect 
the forests from ; p : 

I think that the Government ought to give Wyoming the trusteeship 
of the park. At thesame time I think the Government should aid some- 
what in keeping up bridges and highways for the convenience of the 
people who flock to that park from all portions of the United States. 
Bat Wyoming can manage that park much better than Congress. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I rose for another purpose. I hope the House will 


not consent to go any further this session in increasing the number of 


public employés. Gentlemen will be astonished when they come to 
jook at the list of new offices created by this Congress. They will find 
that it is almost without precedent since the close of the war, or at least 
since the 4th of March, 1873. 

The list is much larger than gentlemen who have not kept a vigilant 
watch of the record apprehend. And yet no increase in the public em- 
ployments ought to have occurred. 

It is proposed now to add quite a number of salaried officers at 
$1,600 a year each, nine in number, involving $14,400 in salaries. 
Why, sir, the main objection made to allowing clerks to Senators was 
that it was an indirect mode of increasing salaries. Thesalaries of the 
supreme judges are now very ample, made so by the famous act of the 
4th of March, 1873, which increased them from $8,000 to$10,000 a 
year, the salary of the Chief-Justice being $10,500, very ample salaries 
for life; yet it is now deliberately proposed to add, in effect, $1,600 to 
each salary, making the salary of the supreme judges $11,600 ayear. I 
hope that will not be done. I hope gentlemen will stop the increase 
of public employments and salaries, at least for this session of Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL, I now ask the previous question. 

TheSPEAKER. The report has been accepted, and two motions are 
pending before the House, one made by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] that the House further insist upon its disagree- 
ment, rf the other by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Breck- 
INRIDGE ]——- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. After consultation with the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, I withdraw the amend- 
ment and leave the matter in the hands of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist upon its dis- 


agreement to the amendments of the Senate, and agree to a further con- 
ference. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 


was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed as managers on the part of the House upon 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses Mr. RANDALL, Mr. FoRNEY, 
and Mr, RYAN. 


CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now ask leave to introduce a joint resolution, 
and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions ofa joint resolution en- 
titled “A joint resolution providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government.” 


the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled “A joint resolution to continue the provisions of the joint 
resolution approved July 1, 1886, entitled ‘A joint resolution to provide tempora- 
Tily for the expenditures of the Government, approved July 15, 1886,’ be, and the 
same are hereby, extended and continued in full force to and including the 5th 
day of August, is86. 


Mr. RANDALL. 
the joint 
Mr. HISCOCK. That takes in Thursday. 


iy 
Mr. RANDALL. It takes in the day which I have learned unofii- 


pre the eaten report as the day of final adjournmént, Thursday, 


a joint resolution such as is usually passed at the close of every ses 









Task for the previous question on the passage of 


tion at this time a resolution authorizing the Committee on A ppropria- 
tions to sit during the vacation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcommittees as 
they may designate,are hereby author to sit during the vacation, for the 
purpose of considering and facilitating the business of the committee in advance 
of the next regular session ; t 1 ! e chairman of said 
committee may order. 


There being no objection, the Hous« 








» be convened at such timea 


proceeded to consider the reso- 

lution. 
Mr. RANDALL. One word of explanation. A resolution of this 
kind is usually adopted by the House at the end of the first session of 
each Congress, the object being to permit the Committee on Appropria- 


tions to assemble about the 15th of November preceding the short ses 
sion. It involves no extra pay to anybody nor any extra expense in 
any way, so far as I am aware. 

Mr. RYAN. The extra expense is only t 
mittee ? 7 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


o the members of the com- 


tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PAY OF HOUSE AND SENATE EMPLOYES. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire consent to introduce at this time 


ession. 
The joint resolution was read, a3 follows : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &-c., That the Secretary of 
the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay tothe officers and employés of the Senate 
and House borne upon the annual roll their respective compensations, including 
the Capitol police, for the month of August, 1886, as soon as practicabie after the 
adjournment of the present session of this Congress. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution, entitled ‘‘ Joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 212) for the pay of House and Senate employés for the 
month of August’’ was read a first and second time, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXPENSES OF BUREAU OF LABOR. 

Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 213) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain 
expenses incurred by special agents and experts of the Bureau of Labor 
during the month of July, 1886; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the immediate consideration of this resolu- 


tion; and after it has been read I desire to submit a word of explana- 
tion. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senaie and House of Representatives, &c., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized to pay the subsistence and traveling expenses 
of the special agents and experts of the Bureau of Labor for the month of July 
current,as they may be certified to him by the Secretary of the Interior; such 
payment to be made from the appropriation for the Bureau of Labor for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1887. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill contained provisions for the Bureau of Labor, which, as the 
House will remember, very materially increased the force of that bu- 
reau. Acting upon the assumption that when the bill became alaw it 
would operate from the Ist of July, experts and agents of that bureau 
have already been sent into the field. It is, however, the opinion of 
the First Comptroller that the money appropriated by the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill for that service can not be 
applied to meet these expenses. This resolution has therefore been 
suggested for the purpose of curing that defect, so that the employés 
of the bureau may be paid their expenses for the month of July im- 
mediately preceding the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand, this will pay them from 
the last of June until the time of the approval of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | It does not make any additional appropriation; it 
simply provides that these employés shall be paid out of money appro- 


iated for the present fiscal year. 
The previous question was ordered. a bei ation | : 
7 he bijection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
The joint resolution was ordered to be en and read a third pet ane ne ON y : 
time: grossed 


of the joint resolution, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, 
and i 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 


lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
Talo” as Passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SESSIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE DURING RECESS. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent to present for considera- 


Several members called for the regular order. 
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The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of States and Terri- 
tories for the introduction of bills and resolutions. 

Mr. BELMONT. I believe the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
CoLLins] is willing to withdraw the objection he made to my propo- 
sition that gentlemen desiring to introduce bills or resolutions may send 
them to the desk. 

Mr. COLLINS. I am willing to withdraw the objection if I can 
have permission to have printed in the REcorD a bill which I desire 
to introduce. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the gentleman from Massachusetts withdraws the 
objection I renew it. 

EDWARD HEALY. 

Mr. LOUTTIT introduced a bill (H. R. 9991) to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Edward Healy; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARGARET CONDON. 


Mr. BYNUM introduced a bill (H. R. 9992) for the relief of Marga- 
ret Condon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SARAH M’ ADAMS. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 9993) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Sarah McAdams; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COMMERCIAL INTERCOUKSE. 


Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 9994) relating to commercial 
intercourse with foreign countries; which was read a first and second 
time (the first reading being at length, upon the demand of Mr. CoL- 
LINS). 

Mr. COLLINS. Iask unanimous consent that this bill may be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TOWNSHEND). If there be no ob- 
jection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That whenever by the laws, decrees, regulations, or acts of 
any foreign country, full freedom of commercial intercourse or full commercial 
privileges are denied to any citizens of the United States, their vessels in the 
ports or waters, or their cars or other vehicles within the limits of such foreign 
country, the President, upon receiving satisfactory proof thereof, is hereby au- 
thorized to issue his proclamation excluding, from and aftersuch date as he ma 
fix, from all commercial privileges in the ports and waters of the United States, all 
vessels of such foreign country,and excluding from the limits of the United 
States all cars and vehicles used in the tra rtation of passengers or merchan- 
dise owned, operated, managed or controlled by any corporation or association 
organized under the laws of such foreign country; and thereupon it shall be un- 
lawful for any such foreign vessel to enter any port or come within the waters 
of the United States for any purpose,or for any such car or vehicle to come 
within the limits of the Uni States; and for any violation of the terms of this 
act, the provisions of the seventeenth section of the act approved June 19, 1886, 
entitled ‘‘An act to abolish certain fees for official services to American vessels, 
and to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners 
of vessels, and for other purposes,”’ shall be applicable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BELMONT. Is not the proper reference the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the bill should prop- 
erly go to the Committee on Commerce. But, unless there is objection, 
the bill will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 object. I think the bill ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no propriety in referring it to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will be taken on the 
motion of the-gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] to refer the 
bill to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


DAY FOR FIRST MEETING OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9995) appointing the day 
for the assembling of Congress at the first meeting thereof; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS I. CUNDIFF. 

Mr. CLARDY (by Mr. DocKERy) introduced a bill (H. R. 9996) for 
the relief of Lewis I. Cundiff; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SALLY B. WILSON. 


Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 9997) granting a pension to 
Sally B. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS GOODWIN. 


Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9998) granting an increase 
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of pension to Thomas Goodwin; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed’ 
ELIZABETH WARD. 
Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9999) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WINBURN HICKS. 


Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 10000) granting a pension 
to Winburn Hicks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE RETURNS RESOLUTION TO ITS AUTHOR. 


Mr. BAKER. I send up a resolution which I ask to be read. 
The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the resolution. 
Mr. REAGAN. I make the question of order against that resoly. 


tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TOWNSHEND in the chair), The 
gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REAGAN. This is neither a bill nor a resolution, but a stump 

h. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Is not that the case with most of the resolutions 
offered here ? 

Mr. BLAND. We ought to appoint a committee of cranks and refer 
what has been read to its author as the chairman of that committee 

Mr. BAYNE. Let the Clerk go on with the reading of the resoln- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] stfbmitted the resolution to the House when his State was 
called. It purports to be a resolution. The reading of the paper has 
not been completed, and the Chair is unable to determine the nature o; 
the resolution until it has been read. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is evidently an imposition on the House. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. I again raise the point of order that this is neither 
a bill nor a resolution, but merely a political stump speech. It isa 
fraud upon the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Order!’’] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If itis nothing but a political stump speech, 
as the gentleman alleges, there can be no objection to that in this House. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Chair has already decided the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
resolution. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. Irenewmy point of order. It is perfectly manifest 
what this is. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is the political slush of that side of the 
House, and that is all. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is not a bill or a resolution, but merely political 
criticism. 

The SPEAKER. Whatthe Clerk is reading now appears to be a pre- 
amble. [Laughter.] The Chair understands by inspection of the 
paper there are resolutions to it. It is for the House to determine tl: 
character of resolutions introduced, whether offensive or not. 

Mr. REAGAN. This seems to be a mere stump speech. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution must be read before the House can 
determine what action it will take. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the preamble and resolutions. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not consider this as either re 

1 or decent. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is this debatable? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to make a motion in 
regard to it. ve 

Mr. RANDALL. Istate again, Mr. Speaker, this is a thing neither 
respectful nor decent, and I move it be referred back to the gentleman 
from whom it came. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire, modestly, it should go to the steering con 
mittee. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. It should go to the Committee on Ventilation and 
A 


coustics. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves the res 
olution be returned to the member who offers it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The original motion is for reference to a col- 


mittee. 
The SPEAKER. The House always has the right to determine fo" 
itself whether it will receive matter which it deems offensive and 12 


sulting. [A ] 
Mr BAKER. Mz) Speaker— 

TheSPEAKER. The House is dividing. 

Mr. BAKER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER. I wish to ask if it is in order for the gentlemaa 
who introduced the resolution by consent of the House to withdraw }"- 
[Cries of ‘No!’ on the Democratic side. } 

The SPEAKER. It can be doneonly by unanimous consent. 

The ayes are 70, the noes none. 








1886. 


Mr. BAYNE. No quoram. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 


vee BAYNE. I withdraw it. 
So (no further count being demanded) the previous question was 


ordered. tte : ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to return the resolution to the gentle- 
man who introduced it. ; 

Mr. BAYNE. Is that question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate, fifteen in support of and fifteen in opposition to the 
mir, BAKER. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the resolution. 

I do not want to take up the time of the House. 

Mr. CALDWELL and others objected. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demanded the reading of that resolu- 
tion, but did not know what its contents were, only assuming that they 
would be found to consist of pertinent and valuable truths, and I find 
I was not mistaken in that assumption. I paid very close attention to 
the reading of the resolution, and my observation and experience here 
during this session of Congress enable me to say that I do not believe 
they contain one word which is not strictly true. [Criesof ‘‘Oh!”’ and 
derisive laughter on the Democratic side. } 

I see nothing whatever that is disrespectful in the resolutions, unless 
the truth itself is so unpalatable to the majority party of this House 
that they do not like it to be honestly told, and therefore reject the 
resolutions on that ground. 

The facts are, that although we have been sitting here in continuous 
session for eight months, and although we have been struggling with 
one proposition or another, there is not one single important legislative 
enactment that has passed the two Houses, excepting, as I believe, the 
oleomargarine bill, which I regard as a very important enactment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How about the land-grant forfeiture bills? 

Mr. BAYNE. The interstate-commerce bill, and especially the 
proposition of the Senate, is one which should have received favorable 
and early attention from both Houses of Congress, and should have 
been enacted into a law long before this late date in the session. Yet 
it comes in at the very heels of this long session of Congress, and is 
now lodged in the hands of a committee of conference, from which it 
may never emerge. 

The bankruptcy bill was one which deserved prompt consideration. 
The bill with reference to regulating the coinage of silver has not met 
with that favorable consideration which it merited at the hands of the 
American Congress. We were told that the agitation of that subject 
had brought down the value of silver bullion, and that as soon as the 
matter was adjusted here, and legislation upon the subject had become 
settled, the silver bullion in a 412}-grain dollar would rise to the equal- 
ity of the golddollar. The agitation was then done away with. There 
was a refusal on the part of the majority side of this House to consider a 
bill which would have remedied our silver coinage and made it safe. 
That measure was rejected. They declined to consider it; and yet the 
bullion in that silver dollar continued todepreciate. Is that the effect 
of good or bad legislation ? 

A resolution went from the House to the Senate at the very close al- 
most of this session of Congress, taking from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury the command of any fund as a working balance for the necessary 
expenditures of the Government, and leaving in the hands of the Sec- 
retary only the $100,000,000 which were pledged as a reserve fund for 
the redemption of the greenback currency. It passed the House of 
Representatives in that form and went to the Senate, and is now back 
in the hands of the conferees; and there does not seem to be any haste 
even at this late day on the part of the Democratic majority to take 
up that resolution and either agree to the amendment of the Senate or 
else ae it, and thus arrive at a final conclusion on that important 
question, 

So that I think, Mr. Speaker, on a hasty examination of the field of 
legislation during this session of Congress, that the propositions em- 
bodied in the ble and resolution of my friend from New York set 
forth merely the truth, which is borne out by the record; and I do not 
doubt that he himself this resolution and that preamble from 

ve records which contain our proceedings from day to day. 
We now find that the best that the Democratic majority can do, after 
having their misdeeds and shortcomings successfully embodied in this 
preamble and resolution, is to hurl it back into the teeth of the mover 
pha same the truth seems to be so objectionable to that majority in 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. , Lhave only to say that I made the 


wee dy _—o no temper. This is a proceeding the like of 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield ? 

“3 BAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ba- 
KER]. 

Mr. BAKER. The writer of the preamble and resolution read had 
no purpose or intention, I am sure, of writing or saying anything that 
should be disrespectful to the majority of this House. I think it is 
hardly necessary for him to assure his friends on the other side of his 
personal esteem and regard. 

Mr. CALDWELL. We were surprised you were the author of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BAKER. It was my purpose to relieve, it might be, some mem- 
ber of the other side of the labor of preparing a résumé of the excel- 
lent work which has been performed this session. But in view of the 
fact that my honored friend from Pennsylvania is somewhat grieved by 
the presentation of the resolution 

Mr. RANDALL. Notabit. You are the one that ought to feel 
badly about it and suffer. 

Mr. BAKER. I trust unanimous consent will be given to the mover 
of the resolution to withdraw it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to ask the Chair whether the read- 
ing of that paper will carry it into the RecorD? 

The SPEAKER. It will not, especially if the House directs it to be 
returned. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It seems to me there is good ground for the 
indignation expressed on the Democratic side, for while this matter 
assumed in its final results the form of a jest, it still contained so many 
unpleasant truths that the indignation of the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania certainly could not have been feigned. It is true that this Dem- 
ocratic House with 40 Democratic majority has determined and has 
acted upon that determination to keep half a million of citizens of the 
United States out of the Union. It has flouted the demand of the great 
Territory of Dakota to become one of the sisterhood of the States. That 
is a fact. That is a fact that can not be gainsaid, and it is a fact which 
no jest can obliterate. And it is another fact that the gentlemen upon 
the Democratic side have not dared to bring that measure into the light 
of day. 

There is an omission with relation to the Territories which was un- 
fortunately made by the gentleman from New York, and that naturally 
ought to arouse the indignation of the gentleman from Yennsylvania 
and of the Democratic party. He never made mention of the fact that 
this House has deliberately suppressed legislation with regard to the 
Territory of Utah. The Senate passed strong legislation on that sub- 








ject. The House Committee on the Judiciary, in their desire to appear 


to do something, added amendments still more stringent. And this 
Democratic House, with forty majority, have suppressed that legisla- 
tion, and Mormondom continues in possession of the Territory of Utah. 
That wasomitted. Nowonder that in the detail of their great achieve- 
ments they are angered to have this greatest one left out. 

Why, sir, it is all of a piece. There is always the same kind of 
paint that goes over the whole of this surface. They have pretended 
much legislation. They pretended even to be more eager than the 
Senate upon the Mormon question; and yet they have done nothing. 
They have pretended on interstate commerce to be more radical than 
the Senate, and yetso act astodonothing. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] said of me this morning that I would gain no capital 
by alluding to that question. Capital! I did not come here to gain 
capital. [Derisive cheers onthe Democratic side.] I came here for the 
purpose of doing what is decent and proper, and I see the fine scorn 
with which that is treated by the Democratic party. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] They can no more comprehend it 
than the gentleman from Texas [laughter and applause], whose busi- 
ness all his life has been to defend a Constitution unassailed and a 
people unattacked. 

These things are going into history. These gentlemen can not con- 


ceal their doings. They will find that their little parrot speeches about 


what the figures of appropriation bills foot up are not going to stand 
them in stead as a victorious party. Itis a party that has discredited 


every department of the Government which had not already discredited 


itself; and here they flame out into a fine state of indignation about 


an affair like this. 


Mr. PETERS. And unite on it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes; and uniteonit. The Democratic party 
for the first time comes up solid; even the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. ADAMs] is with the brethren. [Laughter.] Now, what a great 
party to govern a country! 

TheSPEAKER. The time in opposition to the motion has expired. 
Mr. RANDALL. How much time is left? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania occupied just 


one minute. 


Mr. RANDALL. That leaves me fourteen minutes. I would like 


three minutes of my time, and the rest I am willing to give as the Chair 
may see fit. I yield now to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 


Mr. REAGAN. This is a rare presentation by one branch of the 


greatest legislative body in the world—allowing a member, in fraud of 
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the rules and in contempt of his associates, to introduce as a resolution 
a statement bearing scarcely the semblance of truth on it in the form 
of a political harangue against an adverse party. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep], finding the dilemma into 
which his associate had put himself, comes to the front, of course, as 
always—but never with a desire to make any capital out of it—to ar- 
raign the Democratic party. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I did not arraign them. I merely stated 
facts. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Democratic party of this House has passed 
some bills declaring the forfeiture of land-grants and restoring public 
lands for the use of settlers, a measure which has been long demanded 
and which the gentleman from Maine opposed. 

This House has passed a resolution proposing to pay out the sur- 
plus in the Treasury for the redemption of a portion of the interest- 
bearing debt in order to relieve the people from: paying interest upon 
that much money, and that measure of relief the gentleman from 
Maine opposed. The House of Representatives by a vote of 192 to 40 
passed a bill, which has been long considered, to regulate interstate 
commerce and to give relief to the people against the oppressions under 
which they have groaned for years, which bill the gentleman from 
Maine opposed. On yesterday the House passed a bill to prevent the 
absorption of the public lands in the Territories by alien aristocrats 
and speculators, which the gentleman from Maine opposed. Those 
four measures will go to the American people as a part of the action of 
this Democratic House, and the gentleman from Maine will have to 
answer to the country for having opposed them and each of them 
[applause on the Democratic side}; and his party will have to an- 
swer for it. The gentleman again enters his complaint about the pas- 
sage of the interstate-commerce bill without sufficient discussion. The 
trouble with the gertleman is that it passedatall. His pretense now 
is that it was too slow in passing, but his real complaint is that it 
passed at all, for he has fought it continuously at every session of Con- 
gress since it first came before this House, and has sought to refuse to 
the American people the relief which they have demanded by their pe- 
titions, by their memorials, through their press, through their public 
speakers, in every way and in every portion of the country. 

The gentleman understands very well that in a body of three hun- 
dred and twenty-five Members and eight Territorial Delegates, each 
struggling to advance the measures in which his own constituents are 
most directly interested, it is very difficult to bring forward and mature 
in a single session bills affecting great public interests, and on that ac- 
count, as he very well understands, a number of bills, such as that in 
relation to Utah, have not yet been acted upon. But the gentleman 
will find in due time that this Democratic House means to have proper 
and efficient legislation with reference to the suppression of Mormon- 
dom, as he calls it. 1 do not wish to occupy the time of the House 
further than to say that when the number of bills passed at this session 
of Congress comes to be considered and when the number of reports 
made from the committees comes to be considered, it will be found that 
this Democratic House, which the gentleman takes so much pains to 
upbraid, has performed more labor, made more reports, passed more 
bills than any House of Representatives since the foundation of this 
Government. [Renewed applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas if 
Sere four important measures which he has enumerated have become 
aws? 

Mr. REAGAN. This Democratic House has acted upon them. 
Whether the Republican Senate has acted upon them is another ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They passed the House too late to become laws. 

Several MEMBERS (on the Democratic side). Oh, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentlemen on the other side have referred to 
the fact that no legislation has been enacted at this session in regard to 
the admission of Dakota into the Union. The gentleman from Maine 
|[Mr. Reep] has said that this House has refused the demand of the 
500,000 people of Dakota for the admission of that Territory as a State. 
That is not the fact. The people of Dakota, or a portion of the people 
of Dakota, asked that one-half of that Territory should be admitted 
into the Union asa State, the other half remaining as a Territory. 
There are only about 225,000 people in the southern portion of Dakota, 
which is seeking admission into the Union as a State. Now I under- 
take to say that there is not a precedent from the foundation of the 
Government to this time where any political Territory has sought to 
divide itself in two and asked for the ission of one-half as a State, 
the other half remaining asa Territory. There is no precedent for this 
action on the part of a portion of the people of Dakota. 

_The Committee on Territories, on the 25th day SS a 
bill for the admission of the whole of the Territory of Dakota into the 
Union. _ If that bill should pass—and I hopeit will pass; Iam in favor of 
it—it will enable the people of that to form a constitution 
and to be admitted into the Union by the processes by which 
States are admitted. That bill has not been upon the Calen- 
dar. There are a great many good bills upon the Calendar that have 
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not been reached. Iam sorry that we have not been able to reach th; 
one. I am willing to take it up at any moment and pass it, in 07), 
to enable the people of Dakota to form a State constitution and ty },. 
admitted into the Union. The gentleman from Maine said tha; , 
had suppressed legislation in regard to Utah. The only bill oy 4). 
subject that I remember that has been suppressed in this House js «, 
that was suppressed by the single, solitary objection of the gentlem, 
from Maine himself when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hii} as\.,.j 
unanimous consent toconsiderit. I mean the bill providing for a1, ¢.;,., 
session of the Legislature of Utah to make provision to carry 6), ;),. 
insane asylum, the deaf and dumb asylum, and to make provis 
for educational and charitable objects in that Territory which the |... 
islature had failed to provide for. , 

That bill met with the solitary objection of the gentleman—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It was my objection that did it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the gentleman now objects to that bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maize. Yes; but I am ready to appropriate cyery 
dollar now. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, the gentleman wants now to go through th; 
farce of appropriating by an act of Congress money to be paid cut of 
the Territorial treasury of Utah—a thing utterly without precedent, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Iam for that. Are you opposed to it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Opposed to appropriating money out of the Ter. 
ritorial treasury of Utah? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. For the benefit of the Territory. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know of no precedent—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Are you opposed to it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Well, I am glad to get the gentleman’s ap. 
swer at last; it required a good deal uf coaxing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam opposed to it; and every man who has any 
sort of knowledge of the proper proceeding in such cases is opposed to 
it. The gentleman wants to pass an act of Congress to take money out 
of the Territorial treasury of Utah—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. For the benefit of the Territory. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Such aproceedingis without a precedent; and the 
gentleman knows it can not be done. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I am in favor of it, and I know it can Ix 
done. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Meanwhile the blind, the deaf and dumb, and 
the insane in that Territory are without the means of support; and the 
gentleman from Maine is alone responsible. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. No, he is not. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, if this had been legitimate political 
warfare my motion would not have been made, for I do not believe 
anybody kere supposes I would shrink from any fair political contest. 
But the gentleman from New York took advantage of the rules to intro- 
duce a proposition which was neither ul nor decent, and from 
the responsibility for which he himself, the moment after it was read, 
sought to escape. 

Mr. BAKER. Not on my own account at all, but as a concession to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CALDWELL. And a confession of the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. RANDALL. I needed no concession. 

Mr. Speaker, we are all about to return to the people who sent us 
here; and the record of this House will be weighed and measured b7 
them. ‘The results of our actions will be carefully scanned, and the 
elections will show whether in the pepular judgment the party 1n con 
trol of this House to-day should receive the respect and approval 1 
the future of the American people. Let me recite a few of the resus 
of their legislation: 


We have returned to the public domain millions of acres of pubic 
lands sought to be unlawfully kept by iasatiate corporations, reaching 
70,000,000 acres. [Applause. ] ; 

We have entered upon the work of constructing a new Davy. We 
have passed every act that we have been asked to pass for the purpos: 


the condition of the working people of the United Stat. 
single instance, so far as I remember, passed throws! 
this House a bill in favorof monopolies. We have given to the Senale 
an opportunity to join with us in passing an interstate-commerce ' 
which only forty men on the other side dared to vote against. bul" 
the delay involved in the present ing on the part of gentleme 
on the other side we should probably have reached to-day an op" 
tunity of passing a bill to increase the pensions of one-armed and 0° 
1 soldiers. 
inally, I say deliberately that the appropriation bills as they )\\" 
thisHouse are, 80 fas as I know, freer from suspicious or UnDe™ 


than they have been in any since the war. 


to the reported from the 
committee over which I have the honor to preside or those emanatits 


from the other committees having charge of jation bills. What 
ever may be the result of the next election, | ventare to say we 2" 
done so weli that we ought to command, and I believe will comma” 
the confidence and approval of the American people. 
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Nay more; when we came here thousands and thousands of working 
people throughout the United States were idle. Even in my own city 
the number ran up to tens of thousands. But to-day, so far as my in- 
formation gives me knowledge, there are few laboring men who want 
work who can not secure it [applause]; and I add that this is due ina 
large degree to the confidence which this Democratic House and the 
Democratic Executive in direction of ee government have given to 
the American people. [Applause.] [Cries of ‘ Vote!’’ “‘ Vote !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. In the event of this resolution being referred back to 
the member who presented it, will it be printed in the Recorp ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be, unless the House so orders. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the member have a right to report it 
back for immediate consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. He could reintroduce the proposition the Chair 
supposes, before the Chair had passed from the call of his State. 

Mr. BAYNE. AsIunderstand, then, if a vote be taken and this be re- 
ferred back, the situation of the Journal and of the RecorD will be that 
the House will have referred back to a member a resolution introduced 
by him, and there will be no evidence on record of what that resolu- 
tion was. Is that the situation ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was read to the House, and the 
House heard what it was. ‘The proposed order is not to refer the reso- 
lution back to the gentleman, but that the House declines to receive 
the proposition—that it be returned to him. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That was not the motion, as I understood it. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was that the resolution be returned to the gentleman who introduced 


it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Can the language of the motion be given? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will cause the motion to be read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The motion, as we understeod, was to refer 
it back; that, I think, was the language of the gentleman from Penn- 

lvania. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, according to 
the understanding of the Chair, moved that the resolution be returned 
to the gentleman who introduced it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. ‘‘ Referred back.’’ 

TheSPEAKER. Not ‘‘referred,’’ but ‘‘ returned.’’ 

Mr. REED, of Maine. ‘‘Referred.’’ 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will cause the notes of the official ste- 
nographer to be read. 

The Official Reporter read as follaws: 


— gentleman moves that the resolution be returned to the member who 
offers it, 


Mr. BAYNE. If the resolution is returned or referred or committed 
to the gentleman, is it not implied that the member to whom it is re- 
turned or referred shall have the right to report it again to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The House on the statement of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania Mr. RANDALL] that the resolution was not respect- 
ful to the House proposes to return it to the gentleman; that is, it re- 
fuses to receive the proposition which is considered by the House to be 
disrespectful. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman to return the resolution to 
the member from whom it came on the ground that it is disrespectful, 
and if it is not ted no one can judge from the REcorD in reference 
to the matter w er it is or not. 


Ba. SPEAKER. No one has the right to judge but the House it- 


Mr. BAYNE. How are they to judge if it was disrespectful? 
_ The SPEAKER. No one has the right to judge of it but the House 
itself. The House has heard it read, and it must determine for itself 
whether the resolution is disrespectful or not. The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that 
the resolution be returned to its author. 


The motion was agreed to; and the resolution was accordingly re- 
turned to Mr. BAKER. ; ” 


CANCELLATION OF PATENTS. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 10001) to provide for the re- 
Sr recreation of patents in certain cnses; which was read a first 
and second time, to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS BUSH. 
=e PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 10002) for the relief of 
icholas Bush; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TAXES ILLEGALLY ASSESSED. 
mn introduced a bill (H. R. 10003) to amend section 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
‘elerred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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COINAGE OF TANDARD SILVER DOLLARS. 
Mr. SCOTT submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 
_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is her 
furnish this House with a staten t, showing 

First. The actual profit, if any, accruing to the Treasu 
from the coinage of the standard silver dollar since Februat 

Second. The cost of the bullion in such coin as compared 
on the 2d day of August instant 

Third, The percentage of cost to the Gover nent of the coinage of such sil- 
ver coin, as well as the amount, if any, paid out by the Treasury De 
for the transportation of silver in connection with its circulatix yy its trar 
portation for the ordinary disbursements of the Treasury, in exc« f what the 
cost would have been for the transportation of gold or greenback 

_Fourth, Whether the difference between the cost of the bul! 
silver coin, and the nominal value of such « 
or a liability of the Treasury, and, if a profit or a liability, the amount thereof 

WILLIAM MYERS. 

Mr. SWOPE introduced a bill (H. R. 10004) placing on the pension- 
roll the name of William Myers, Company H, Third Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


on in our I 
oin can be considered as a proflit t 
, 


W. J. M’GILL. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 10005) to 
place the name of W. J, McGill on the pension-roll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENTS OF RIVER RHONE, FRANCE. 

Mr. BAYNE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to submit, without delay, to 
the House of Representatives the report recently made by Capt. F. A. Mohan, 
Corps of Engineers, on the improvements of the river Rhone, in France, now on 
file in the office of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 

ACQUISITION OF REAL PROPERTY BY CORPORATIONS. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 10006) to prevent the ac- 
quisition of real property by corporations, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WOOD. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of 
John Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. CONATZER. 

Mr. MCMILLIN alss introduced a bill (H. R. 10008) for the relief of 
George W. Conatzer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others; 

A bill (S. 1184) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford; 

A bill (S. 1398) granting a pension to Milton P. Shockley; 

A bill (5S. 2366) granting a pension to Elizabeth Garaghty ; 

A bill (S. 2502) granting a pension to Louise Paul; and 

A bill (8. 3225) to grant a pension to Nancy Mason. 

JOHN NELSON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 10009) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of John Nelson, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JERE WEBB. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 10010) for the re- 
lief of Jere Webb, relieving him from the charge of desertion; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LUDWIG SOMMERFIELD. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 10011) granting a pension 
to Ludwig Sommerfield; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS, SAINT AUGUSTINE, FLA. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 10012) donating certain 
lands to the city of Saint Augustine, Fla., for public schools, parks, 
and a public library; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. During my absence the other day the gentle- 
man from Florida, Mr. DAvIpsoN, my colleague, introduceda bill (H. R. 
9941) of similar purport to the one I have just introdueed, which was 


referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. I ask that 


the reference be changed, and tua‘ it go to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 


There was no objection, and the change of reference was ordered. 
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JOEL J. GOSS, 


Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 10013) for the relief of Joel 
J. Goss, of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles: 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary to “‘an act to 
alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place for holding 
the several courts thereof; and 

A bill (H. RK. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Theregularorder has been demanded. 

Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent to present a report from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize any gentleman for 
such requests unless the demand for the regular order is withdrawn. 
The Chair understands the gentleman from Indiana to insist upon it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. If the demand 
for the regular order is withdrawn the Chair must recognize gentlemen 
in the order in which they stand. 

The Chair will state that there are two messages from the President 
of the United States which should have been laid before the House this 
morning, but being in a drawer they were overlooked. ‘Without ob- 
jection they will now be presented. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JENNETTE DOW. 


TheSPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States, returning without his approval the bill 
(H. R. 3363) granting a pension to Jennette Dow; which was read, as 
follows: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I herewith return without approval House bill number 3363, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Jennette Dow.” 

The husband of the claimant enlisted Au 7, 1862; received a peaches 
wound in his left knee in September, 1863, and was mustered out with his com- 
pany June 10,1865. He was pensioned for his wound in 1878, at the rate of $4 
per month, Soting Gate the time of his d which amount was increased 
to $8 per month June 4,1880. The med soldier died December 17, 
1882, ard in 1883 his widow, the claimant, filed an application for pension alleging 
that her husband’s death resulted from his wound. Her claim was rejected in 
1885, upon the ground that death was not caused by the wound. 

The physician who was present at the time of the death certifies that the same 
resulted from apoplexy in twelve hours after the deceased was attacked. 

It also appears from the statement of this physician that the deceased 
employed for years after his disc’ from the Army asa railroad conductor, 
and that at the time of his death he had with difficulty reached his home. He 
then describes as following the attack the usual manifestations of plexy, 
and adds that he regards the case as one of “ hemiplegia, thoattapewtn: prima- 
rily of nerve injury, aggravated by the life’s calling, and eventuating in apo- 

»lexy, as stated.” 
. Evidence is filed in the Pension Bureau showing that after his discharge he 
was more or less troubled with his wound, though one witness testifies that he 
railroaded with him for fifteen years after his injury. I find no medical testi- 
mony referred to which with any distinctness charges death to the wound; 
and it would be hardly credible if such evidence were found. 

I am sure that in no case, except in an Ss for pension, would an at- 
tempt be made in the circumstances here developed to attribute death from 
apoplexy to a wound in the knee received nineteen years before the apopletic 


attack, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
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Mr. MATSON. I move to refer the bill and message of the Presi- 
dent to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and on that I demand the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, ander the operation of which the 
motion of Mr. MATSON was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING—CLARKSBURG, W. VA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States in relation to House bill No. 4335 
making an appropriation to continue the construction of a public build- 
ing at Clarksburg, W. Va., and changing the limit of cost tiereof; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I have approved House bill No. 4335, entitled “‘An act making an ee 
. . a., 


tion to continue the construction of a public building at Clarksburg. 
and changing the limit of cost thereof.” 

A law passed by the last Congress authorized the construction of this build- 
ing, and npprapelatall $50,000 for thas purpose, which was declared to be the 
limit of its cost. A site has been pu ed for said building, and, as is too often 
the case, it is now discovered that the sum is insufficient to meet 
the expense of such a building as is really 


The object of the bill which I have approved is to extend the limit of cost to 
$80,000, and to make the additional appropriation to reach that sum. The first 


section fixes the limit above mentioned, but the second section appropriates 
$35,000, and thus, with the appropriation of ~e heretofore made, the 
—_— exceed the sum to which cost of the building is limited 
y &, 
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Inasmuch as this latter sum can not properly be applied to the constructior 
the building, attention is called to the existence of this excess of appropri ut “ 
and the suggestion made that it be returned to the Treasury. ee 
GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANnsiIon, July 31, 1886. ; 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I rise to submit a privileged ,, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Iam directed by the committee of 
conference to report back House joint resolution No. 201, and move to 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses - 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution of the House No.2) ¢,, 
printing the Report of the Commissioner of Agriculture, having met, after {y)| 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their r 
spective Houses as follows : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senato 
numbered 1, 2,3,and4; and the Senate agree to the same. ms 

JAMES W. REID, 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR. 
WILLIAM H. HATCH, 
Managers on the part of the House 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON 
JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
A. P.GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to hear some explanation of 
the effect of this report. 

The SPEAKER. The rules require that the report shall be accom. 
panied by a statement signed by the managers of the conference on the 
part of the House. There is no written statement accompanying this 
report. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I will state the effect of the report, 
It reduces the cost of the report about $20,000 and lessens the number 
originally proposed 40,000. As compared with the previous year it 
increases the number to each member of the House from 590 to 901, 
and it gives the Senate 75,000 copies instead of 76,000 copies. Repre- 
sentatives and Delegates will each receive 310 copies more of the report 
than last year, the number then being only 590. 

The report was agreed to. 


REPORT ON PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I present another conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the House concurrent resolution for printing 
the report of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals 
in the United States, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same. 

JAS. W. REID, 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 
RICHARD P. BLAND. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
ARTHUR P. GORMAN, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
JOS, R. HAWLEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina, I move that the report be adopted. 
It raises the number of copies from 6,000 to 9,000. It increases the 
number to be printed and the cost correspondingly. 
Mr. McMILLIN. How many were printed last year ? 
Mr. BLAND. This provides for the same number as last year. 
Mr. McMILLIN. And it cuts the number down to the number 
printed last year ? 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 
The report was agreed to. ™ 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MAP OF UNITED STATES AND TERRITORIES. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I present another conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses onthe 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to authorize the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to cause 15,000 copies of the map © 
the United States and Territories to be printed, having met, after ful! and 'rr° 
eiones Dave egreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect!’ 

ouses as WS: . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the — 
numbered 1, and agree in lieu thereof to insert the following: ‘7,500; " aed 


to the same. 
House recede from its d 


port, 


t to the amendment of the Senate 
to insert the following: “2,000; " and 


to the amendment of the o—_ 
to insert the following: * 4,000;" and 
insertion, after the word “ office,” on line 8 of the 
: “And that 1,000 copies be printed and mounted, 
the Secretary of the Interior, at $1.50 «a h;” an 


its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
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numbered 4, and agree in lieu thereof to insert the following: “ 10,125;"’ andthe 
Senate agree to the same. . 7 : mi 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the title of the joint resclu- 
tion as amended by the Senate, and agree in lieu thereof toinsert the following : 
* Joint resolution to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
cause 7,500 copies of aise man of the United States and Territories to be printed; 

nate agree © same. 

—- JAMES W. REID, 


JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 
P. DUNN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
Jos. R. HAWLEY, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Sena’e. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is there a statement accompanying the report ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has already called the attention of the 
gentleman from North Carolina to the fact that the rules require a writ- 
ten statement signed by the House conferees to accompany every report 
of a conference committee. There is no written statement here. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Let the gentleman state verbally the effect of the 


report. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. It reduces the number to be printed 
down to 7,500 from 15,000 as it was in the bill as it passed the House, 
and of course it also reduces the cost. I can withdraw the report and 
present it again accompanied by a statement. 

The SPEAKER. a is not insisted upon. 

The report was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF DIGEST. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I presenta privileged report from the Committee 
on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved, That 2,000 copies of the Digest for the second session of the Forty- 
ninth Congress be printed for the use of the House.”’ 

The Committee on Printing, to which was referred the foregoing resolution, 
having had the same under consideration, report it back with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. The edition for the present session is exhausted, and as 
there have been several changes in the standing rules and orders during the ses- 
sion, as well as changes in the membership of the House and committees, it is 
necessary that this resolution should be passed in order that the Digests may be 
ready for members at the commencement of the next session. As each edition 
is stereotyped, a —s of the book only will have to be reset, the costof which 
is estimated by the Public Printer to be about $455, 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 


lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
REPORT OF MONETARY CONFERENCES OF 1878 AND 1881. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Can the Committee on Printing at this time 
make a report reconamending a concurrence in amendments of the Sen- 
ate? 

The SPEAKER. That isa privileged matter if itis printing for the 
two Houses. ° 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution on which a conference 
- asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, as 

llows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 87) providing for the printing and distribution of 
documents of the monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881. 


The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 


Tn line 3, after “ 1881,” insert “ also the report of the monetary commission cre- 
ated under jointresolution of August 15, 1876, being Senate Report No. 703, second 


session of Forty-fourth Congress, with such indices to the three reports as 
may be supplied by the Secretary of State.” aids 


Amend thetitle so asto read: “ Joint resolution providing for the printing and 
distribution of documents of the monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881 and the 


isn of the monetary commission created under the joint resolution of August 
4 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I move that the House concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 


TheSPEAKER. Unless separate votes are demanded the question 
will be put upon agreeing to the amendments in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


ments were to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
SENATE EXECUTIVE DOCUMENT NO. 85. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. _I desire to present another privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. #3 
Clerk read as follows: 


In THE Hovss oF REPRESENTATIVES, July 27, 1886. 


z 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring thetein), That 
10,000 copies of Senate ve eomen No. 85, Forty-ninth Congress, be 
ag one-half for the use cf the Senate and the other half for the use of the 

The Senate to amend as follows: 
~ Pine 2 striice out “ten and insert “six ;” in line 5 strike out the word 


insert “thousand five hundred; ” ‘in line 5 strike out “the other” 
Tee, hhousand five hundred;” and in line 6 strike out “* half.”’ 


the Senate request a conference with the House of Represent- 
on the resolution ond the amendments. 
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Ordered, That Mr. MANDERsON, Mr. HIAWLEY,and Mr. GorMAN be the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. 


Senate. 








I move to concur in the amendments of the 


The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion te reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDEX TO SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION REPORTS 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In THE Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 1896, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to employ, fora period not 
exceeding two months, a clerk, at the rate of $6 per diem, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House, to complete the index of Southern Claims Com- 
mission Reports,and cases referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
act,as heretofore authorized by the House. 

The Committee on Accounts, after consideration of the accompanying resolu- 
tion authorizing the Clerk of the House to employ a clerk at 36 per day for two 
months to complete the index of Southern Claims Commission Reports, and 
cases referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act, find that it will be 
necessary to employ a clerk three months to complete such work. The index 
is now complete for two years. and unless the work is followed up all that has 
been done to date will be valueless. The commitice therefore recommend that 
the resolution be passed with this amendment: Strike out the word “two,” 
line 2 of the resolution, and insert in its place the word “ three.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was then adopted. 
Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


in 


INCREASED PENSIONS FOR ONE-ARMED AND ONE LEGGED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, with the amendments indi- 
cated. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S, 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pension of sol- 
diers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the service. 

Be tt enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of this act all persons on 
the pension-rolls, and all persons hereafter granted a pension, who, while in the 
military or naval service of the United States and in line of duty, shall have 
lost one hand or one foot, or been totally or permanently disabled in the same, 
shall receive a pension of $30 a month; that all persons now on the pension- 
rolls, and all persons hereafter granted a pension, who in like manner shali have 
lost cither an arm at or above the elbow or a leg at or above the knee, or been 
totally or permanently disabled in the same, shall receive a pension of $36 per 
month; and that all person< now on the pension-rolls, and all persons hereafter 
granted a pension, who in like manner shal! have lost either an arm at the 
shoulder-joint or a leg at the hip-joint, or so near the joint as to prevent the use 
of an artificial limb, shall receive a pension at the rate of $45 per month: Pro- 
vided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to repeal section 
4699 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or to change the rate of $18 per 
month therein mentioned to be proportionately divided for any degree of disa- 
bility established for which section 4695 makes no provision. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment, 
striking out in line 7, and again in lines 11 and 12, the words “ or per- 
manently.’’ 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. COWLES. 


Ts asecond demanded ? 
I demand a second. 
Mr. BURROWS. Let asecond be considered as ordered 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from North Carolina objects. The 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. MATSON] and the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CowLes] te act as tellers. 
The question was taken; and the tellers reported—ayes 158, noes 5. 
Mr. COWLES. No quorum. 
TheSPEAKER. Thereisa quorum and asecond is ordered. Under 
the rule thirty minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in sup- 
port and fifteen minutes in opposition to the bill. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Matson] will control the time in support of the bill and 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CowLes] the time in opposi- 
tion to it. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!”’ 
Mr. MATSON. I will detain the House only two or three minutes. 
This bill proposes to increase the pensions of soldiers or sailors who 
have lost a limb in the military or naval service of the United States. 
It proposes an increase of $6 a month to those who have lost a hand or 
a foot, an arm or a leg, and an increase of $7.50 a month to those who 
have lost an arm at the shoulder joint or a leg at the hip joint. The 
cost of this bill will be $615,000 perannum. It appears that there are 
eight thousand survivors with this kind of disability. The amend- 
ment proposed to the Senate bill is simply the striking out of two 
words. The Senate bill provides that those who are so disabled totally 
‘‘or permanently ’’ in one hand or foot shall receive the same rate of 
pension. The Committee on Invalid Pensions thought that those two 
words “‘or permanently ’’ might be construed to apply to a permanent 
disability which did not amount to a total disability, so te guard 
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measure which would give even & little help to the many who a: 
need and who are receiving nothing at all. 

Mr. BUCK. Why not provide for both classes? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But let us at any rate give first to 4) 
who now have nothing. But I have given my reasons jor v oting ray des 
increasing the pensions of the class whom this bill will ben The 
average earnings of a healthy laboring man is the hi; Sheet o a dard 
and is higher than that of any other nation in the world; and let 1 
say that no other country in the world has ever been so generoy 
soldiersasours. We have been none too generous; but in no othe: 
try are pensions so general nor is the grade of pensions so high. 
bill we pass beyond all precedent in fixing the rating for total dj 
Formerly $8 a month was full pension for the loss of a limb. 

Mr. SOWDEN. To what class of soldiers does the gentleman , 
when he speaks of those who though entitled to pensions are 
none? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. A very large class. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COWLES. I will now yield for five minutes to the gentle; 
from Alabama [Mr. Oates]. 

Mr. OATES. During the period of my servicein this House I haye 
never uttered a word on this floor on the subject of pensions. \, 
the original purpose of pensioning a soldier is that he who has }y 
faithful to his Government and has become disabled in its service, 
becomes so from disease engendered in it should not be compelled 
go to the poor-house, but should receive sufficient allowance tro 
Government to maintain him comfortably. There is no estimating 
dollars the suffering of men who have lost an arm or leg. I can speak 
from experience. That is not the question; the question is how my 
is a proper allowance to maintain them in comfort. As I unc | 
the present law it allows these unfortunates from $35 to $40 a mont 
I will not be positive. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Twenty-four dollars. 

Mr. OATES. Twenty-four to thirty dollars, I believe. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Twenty-four dollars to $37.50. 

Mr. OATES. That allowance, in my judgment, is large enoug 
meet the objects and purposes of our pension laws. 

This disposition to have an increase is common not alone to pensioners 
but nearly all the officials of the Government. I, sir, am the last 
who would deny to these unfortunates the bounty of the Governm 
to any extent necessary. The fact I wore the gray when I lost my own 
good right arm does not affect my sympathy for those who wore the blue 
[Applause.] My sympathy is for the man who met me gallant] yin 
bottle [Applause.] Remember he is his country’s stay in th 
of danger. I recognize every one of them as my brethren. 

But, sir, I think this extension is wholly unnecessary. Look at the 
unfortunate confederate soldier; they have no government to pension 
them. They have lost an arm ora leg, and you find them following 
the plow or using the hoe with one arm and hobbling along on one !e: 
and yet, sir, I have never seen a beggar among them all. [ App! 
Certainly, if men thus circumstanced can earn a living, and 1 no 
them are found to be beggars, our brethren who fought them in bat- 
tle and who likewise have been unfortunate, who now receive from $25 
to $30 per month, ought, it seems to me in all justice, to consider that 
amount enough. . I am, therefore, opposed to this bill; I do not be- 
lieve it is necessary. 

I will say in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, that if I believed it were 0 
sufficient to maintain these men I would give my vote even |! it shou 
require $100 a month in order to supply them with the necessaries \ 
life. [Cries of ** Vote!’’] 

The question recurred on Mr. MATSON’s motion to suspen the rule 
and pass the bill. 


against that the words are proposed to be stricken ont, and with that 
amendment the committee ask that the bill as it came from the Senate 
be passed. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. COWLES. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I know the position in which 
a member of this House places himself when he rises to oppose a meas- 
ure of this kind; and I should not do so if I did not think good reasons 
exist why the bill should not pass. 

Certainly no class of soldiers aze entitled to higher honors or greater 
consideration than those who lost limbs in battle, save those who lost 
their lives on battlefields. But the loss of limbs was not the only se- 
vere injuries which were sustained. Often an injury to some vital or- 
gan or part compels a man to go through life under greater difficulty 
than would the loss of an arm below the elbew, or even the loss of a 
leg. Many a soldier who is now drawing but $4 a month for an injury 
to some vital organ—perhaps a diseased or injured lung—suffers more 
severely and goes through life under greater difficulty than a man who 
has lost a limb; and his life, too, is more likely to be shortened. 

Again, there are thousands and tens of thousands noton the pension- 
roll at all, and whocan scarcely keep outof the poor-house, who, though 
their disabilities are not so marked or se apparent, are suffering perhaps 
quite as severely as those who have lost limbs. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have another reason for voting against this bill, 
which I shall do reluctantly but from a sense of daty. That reason is 
this : I take as a fair standard for the equivalent of total disability the 
average earningsof laboring men who toil all day from morning to night. 
If we give to one totally disabled for performing manual labor for his 
support the full earningsof another man who must toil through theday, 
it seems to me we give ‘the fall measure of compensation which there is 
any right to demand. 

If, however, in addition to the loss of a limb, which is counted total 
disability (although it really is not total disability), the one disabled 
is put to an expense or cost for medical or surgical attendance, an al- 
lowance should be made for that; and if his disability is such that he 
can not minister to or help himself, then he should be entitled to the 
proceeds of the labor of two men. That I think is the true standard, 
and the one that should guide us in these matters. 

I have never heard any good reason why we should go above that 
standard. There are now twenty millions of men in this country who 
must labor to maintain themselves and to support and educate their 
families. Their average earnings are not $30a month. They can not 
earn that working all day on the average; and besides they have to 
take all the chances of being thrown out of employment and of loss of 
time from sickness and other causes; while the pensioner draws quar- 
terly with regularity his full pension. And it should not be forgotten 
that these same men who toil for less than $30 per month on the aver- 
age have in the end these pensions to pay. 

A former Secretary of State, Mr. Evarts, tersely gave as the cause 
of the greater bardens sustained by countries in Europe that every 
peasant there had to carry a soldier on his back. Now, I donot think 
we are in danger of coming to that condition of things here. I hope 
not, at any rate. But when you give to one who has lost a limb the 
earnings of another man for his relief you make, as things go, reason- 

able provision. You afford reasonable compensation. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, a considerable part of these men, if nota ma- 
jority of them, are either in Government employ or otherwise occupied 
at regular and full salaries. So that their disability is not that kind 
of total disability suffered by many other men whose wounds werenot 
of a nature to cause the lossof alimb. Therearemany wounded soldiers 
in Government employ, and I am glad of it, drawing the same salaries 
that other employés draw. A man who has lost an arm below the 
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elbow, as everybody knows, is not so disabled that he can not do any- Mr. SPRINGER demanded the yeas and nays. 
thing. He can help himself in many ways. He can earn in many| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
kinds of employment about the same as others earn. Hecandomore| The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative —ye# 
than a man with a diseased lung or heart or other vital organ can. | 166, nays 51, not voting 105; as follows: 
Who would not rather lose an arm, bad as it is, than be compelled to YEAS—166. 
go through life with half-destroyed Inngs or otherwise diseased ? Baker, Crain, Hall, Landes 
I think, therefore, to increase the pensions of the class contemplated | Bayne, Curtin, Harmer, Lawler, 
in this bill is to raise them out of proportion to the pensions granted | piss — Heard ee 
for other kinds of disability, and to give more than a juststandard which | Bound Se. Henderson,T.J. Little, © 
such disability requires. It is lifting higher a few from the top while | Bouteile, Dowdney, Hepburn, Long, 
those at the bottom, who now get the least compensation, are left un- Boyle. Eideedge omens, er 
touched. Hence, I do not think this isa just measure. In ethics it Breckinridge, WOP-Ely, ; Hil, Lovering, 
is laid down asa maxim that a of injustice is inequality where | Brown, W. W. Ermentrout, Hiscock, 7. 
there ought to be equality, unfairness in granting favors where there | p.,nell —— a Mahoney, 
should be a fair distribution. ; Farquhar, Holmes, “Matson, 
These, Mr. Speaker, briefly stated, are the reasons which constrain | Bu'terworth, Felton, Hopkins, = 
me reluctantly to cast my vote against this bill. I would much rather Cae Felix | eee =. McCreary, 
give oe — oe are dra no —— but whoare anes = Ford, an qomen. F wa MeKenos. 
more or less disa and who are hardly to out of the - | Campbell, J. M. ne, nae Millard. 
houses. I think it would be far more equitable and a far Silber team a eee ee aiken. 
ure of ne to give some assistance to these rather than increase the | Carleton, Gay, - Ketcham, Moffatt. 
nsions of those who are now recei and $37.50 per month, | Catchings, Gibson, C. H. King, oe” 
ioe that the chairman of the rms ne ger towel’ Pensions [ Mr. a aaeeaieale Kleiner. Muller. 
Matson] did not see fit to bring forward, instead of this measure, some Conner = Hale, - Laird, , Murphy 
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Neal, Rice, Spooner, Wade, 
Neece, Riggs, Springer, Ward, J. H. 
Negley, Rockwell, Stahinecker, Ward, T. B. 
Nelson, Romeis, Stephenson, Warner, William 
O'Hara, Rowell, Stone, E. F. Weaver, A.J. 
Neill, Charles Ryan, Strait Weaver, J.B, 
O'Neill, J.J. Sawyer, Struble, Weber, 
Osborne, Seott, Swinburne, West, 
Parker, Scranton, Swope, White, A.C. 
Payne, Seney, Symes, Whiting, 
Perkins, Sessions, Tarsney, Wilkins, 
Peters, Seymour, ‘Taulbee, Wilson, 
Pidcock, Shaw, Taylor, Zach. Wolford, 
Pirce, Skinner, Thomas, O. B. Woodburn, 
rrice, Smalls, Thompson, Worthington. 
Randall, Snyder, Townshend, 
Reed, T. B. Sowden, Viele, 

NAYS—5l. 
Allen, J. M. Cox, Hemphill, O’Ferrall, 
Ballentine, Crisp, Henderson, J.S. Perry, 
Barnes, Culberson, Herbert, Reagan, 
Barry, Daniel, Hutton, Reid, J. W. 
Bennett, Dargan, Irion, Richardson, 
Blanchard, Davidson, A. C. Johnston, T. D. Sayers, 
Bland, Dibble, Jones, J. H. Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Dunn, Jones, J.T. St. Martin, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Elisberry, Laffoon, Trigg, 
Cabell, Forney, Lanham, Van Eaton, 
Caldwell, Glass, MeMillin, Warner, A. J. 
Clements, Green, W. J. McRae, Wise. 
Cowles, Halsell, Oates, 

NOT VOTING—106. 

Adams, G. E. Davenport, Le Fevre, Spriggs, 
Adams, J.J. Davidson, R.H,M. Libbey, Steele, 
Aiken, Dawson, Markham, Stewart, J. W. 
Allen, C. H. Dorsey, Martin, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Anderson, C. M, Dougherty, McComas, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Anderson, J. A. Dunham, McKinley, Storm, 
Arnot, Findlay, Miller, Taylor, E. B. 
Atkinson, Foran, Mills, Taylor, 1. H. 
Barbour, Gallinger, Mitchell, Taylor, J. M. 
Barksdale, Geddes, Morgan, Thomas, J. R. 
Beach, Gibson, Eustace Morrill, Throckmorton, 
Belmont, Glover, Norwood, Tillman, 
Bragg, Goff, O’ Donnell, Tucker, 
Brown, C. E. Green, R.S, Outhwaite, Turner, 
Browne, T. M, Grosvenor, Owen, Van Schaick, 
Brumm, Grout, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Buchanan, Hammond, Peel, Wait, 
Burleigh, Hanback, Pettibone, Wakefield, 
Burnes, Harris, Phelps, Wallace, 
Candler, Hayden, Pindar, Wellborn, 
Caswell, Haynes, Plumb, Wheeler, 
Clardy, Henderson,D.B. Ranney, White, Milo 
Cobb, Henley, Reese, Willis, 
Comstock, Hewitt, Robertson, Winans. 
Cooper, Hires, Rogers, 
Croxton, Houk, Sadler, 
Cutcheon, Howard, Singleton, 


So(two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. EDEN, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. OWEN, until further notice. 

Mr. HARRIS with Mr. WAIT, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. SToNE, of Missouri, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, for the rest 
of the day. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Wurre, of Minnesota, with Mr. MARTIN, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Comstock. On examining the pair I find it applies to political ques- 
tions. This is not regarded asa political question, and I would like to 
vote. Ihave nodoubt that my colleague if present would vote ‘‘ay,’’ 
and under the cireumstances I shall record my vote in favor of the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker, if I am an- 
nounced as paired ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman is paired 
for the day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If I were not paired, I should vote “‘ay”’ 
on this question, Can I transfer my pair to the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 
ame SPEAKER. TheChair thinks the gentleman could do so if he 

W pro . tts. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman from Ohio is paired with my col- 
league, Mr. Gorr. I am satisfied that if Mr. Gorr were present he 
would vote in the affirmative on this motion. 

_The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt the gentleman from West 
Virginia would so record his vote. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Believing that to be true, I shall also 
vecord my vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Speaker, it is possible that I may be inter- 
ested in this bill, and I ask leave to withdraw my vote. [Cries of 

Regular order! ’’} 

PRs SPEAKER, Is there objection to permitting the gentleman 
to withdraw his vote? 

There was no objection, and the vote was withdrawn. 


‘ MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
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| were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
| taries. : 
| The message also announced the approval of an act (H. R. 3379) 
| granting a pension to George G. Early; 
| Anact (H. R. 5051) to place the name of Jacob Madison Pruitt on 
the pension-roll; 
An act (H. R. 7531) granting a pension to Catharine Nickert; and 
An act (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, and importation and exportation of 
oleomargarine. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate receded from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily J. 
Stannard, and agree to the same. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 


House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 822) for the relief of William H. Wheeler; and 

A bill (H. R. 8585) to provide for the inspection of tobacco, cigars, 
and snuff, and to repeal section 3151 of the Revised Statutes. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2611) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Saint Louis River at the most accessible point between the States of 
Minnesota and Wisconsin. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4883) relating to the taxation of fractional! 
parts of a gallon of distilled spirits, asked a conierence with the House 
on the disagreeing votes thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALDRICH, 
Mr. JONES of Nevada, and Mr. HARRIS as managers at the conter- 
ence on the part of the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

[Cries of ‘‘Regular order!’ ] 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the message from the 
President of the United States accompanying the approval of the 
bill 

Mr. MORRISON. Regular order. 

And then (the hour of 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m. having arrived) 
the House adjourned. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of W. M. Ford and other citizens, fora pen- 
sion to Tilman Bush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Columbus Love and of James D. 
McAllister, of Monroe County, Mississippi, asking that their war claims 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, praying for the 
passage of the bill to open up the Sioux reservation—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Messrs. Sullivan & Bro., of 
Philadelphia, for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measuves. 

By Mr. HARMER: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of W. 
H. Clay Fisher, United States Marine Corps—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Fairbanks Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Detroit, Mich., for the passage of the bill for the relief of 
Mrs. Cornelia R. Schenck notwithstanding the objections of the Presi- 
dent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of C. M. Furman and others, for relief— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. SNYDER: Petition of C. D. Fitzwater and others, of Nicho- 
las County, West Virginia, in relation to the coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of citizens of Georgia, for relief in respect 
to the Freedman’s Bureau, &c.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEST: Protest of Luther M. Wheeler, Post No. 92, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and veterans of the late war, against legislation 
attaching to pension bills propositions for raising revenue—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 3, 1886. 
The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLer, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. EpMUNDs, and by unanimous consent, 
| the farther reading was dispensed with. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I present the report of the conference committee on the 
| deficiency appropriation bill. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9726} making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
128%6,and prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4,7, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24, 23, 
36, 43, 44, 53, 58, 59, 63, 64, 65, 66, 70, 71, 85, 100, 107, 112, 114, 115, 116, 119, and 120. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 3,5, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 21, 25, 26, 27, 31, 33, 34, 35, 49, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 
56, 57, W, 61, 69, 92, 93, 99, 109, 111, and 113, 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in the amended paragraph 
insert * $200,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of the matter pro to be inserted in- 
sert the following: “‘and the sum of $25,000 additional is hereby appropriated 
for said purpose; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro d to be inserted insert the follow- 
ing: *“ the board of engineers for fortifications and for river and harbor improve- 
ments whether any changes are demanded for reasons of safety or economy in 
the method of lining said tunnel heretofore adopted and pursued, and whether 
any changes are required in the method of lining and perfecting the reservoir: 
Provided, That said board shall make full report thereon, and pending such ex- 
amination the work shall proceed upon such parts thereof as the Seeretary of 
War shall direct ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of thé Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted, insert the 
following: ‘* For completing coaling-shed and naval storehouse at Port Royal 
Harbor, South Carolina, $4,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment, insert the following: ** The Postmaster-General is hereby directed 
to examine the claim of the United Statesand Brazil Mail Steamship Company 
for carrying the United States mails during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1836, 
and to report to Congress at its next session the amount of service so rendered, 
and what sums in justice and equity he believed should be paid to said company 
for said service ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the amended paragraph; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendmentnumbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: Strike out, after the name “‘ William M. Olin,” the word “ as,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: * The difference between the amount 
of compensation received by him as an employé of the Government and the 
salary of; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 102, 103, 104, 105, and 106: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 102, 103, 104, 105, 
and 106, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the 
amended paragraph; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: Tnat the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the ainendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, 
and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out, and in lieu of the mat- 
ter proposed to be inserted insert the following: “And the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby directed to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to re-examine said excepted claims and to cause the said accounting officers 
to re-examine the same and to certify anew the sums due and to whom due, 
respectively by name, as non-resident aliens entitled to refunding of taxes col- 
lected prior to July 1, 1883;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That ‘he House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out, and in lieu of the mat- 
ter proposed to be inserted insert the following: ‘‘ And the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby directed to cause the raccounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to re-examine said excepted claims and to cause the said accounting offi- 
cers to re-examine the same and to certify anew the sums due and to whom 
due, respectively by name, as non-resident aliens entitled to refunding of taxes 
collected priorto July 1, 1883; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and to be 
inserted insert the following: ** Except the claims numbered ;. and 1308 
enumerated therein, $48,655.81. And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to cause the p* r accounting officers of the Treasury to re-examine 
said excepted claims and also claim numbered 1212, as certified in said execu- 
tive document, page 22, and if said claims or either of them shall be again cer- 
tified to Congress the reasons in full for said certification shall be submitted to 
Congress with a detailed statement of the facts upon which said claims origi- 
nated ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 1, page 4, of said amendment, before the word 
“compensation,” insert “Section 8;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JAS. N. BURNES. 

BEN. LE FEVRE, 

LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear it explained. Will the Sen- 
ator in charge please explain the changes to us? : 

Mr. HALE. As Senators well know, the great object of this bili 
to provide for necessary deficiencies in the appropriations of the last 
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year, and in a few cases of years preceding last year. All of these are 
sent in by regular estimates from the Departments, which are found jy 
the various documents referred to in the bill. 

When the bill reached the Senate and the Committee on Appropria. 
tions proceeded to consider it, the committee found that in these rosy. 
lar estimates in several cases the House had put a portion into the ||) 
and excluded other portions. That obliged the Senate committee to of 
course consider every item—the items put in by the House to see wha} 
the foundation might be for them, and also the items rejected: anq 
whenever the committee found that regular estimates from the heads 
of Departments were properly sustained by the accounting officers, in 
cases where they had been submitted to those accounting officers, t)o 
Senate committee added those to the bill as passed by the House, and | 
think in every case the Senate adopted the action of its committee. 

When we came into conference, further examination and persona] 
communication with the conferees disclosed the fact that in certain 
claims which had been sent down from the different Departments and 
which had passed through the hands of the accounting oflicers of the 
Treasury there were still objections, there were old claims, stale claims, 
and warclaims, around which some doubt was thrown from the very fact 
of their age. The Senate conferees found that the House conferees had 
examined into those and in some cases had detected what appeared to 
be defects in substance; and in those cases the bill as now reported un- 
der this report provides for a further examination by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury, a reopening, and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to have the claims which are in dispute, and upon which the 
conferees of the Senate found their associates of the House very firm, 
fully examined and reported to the next session of Congress wit! the 
reasons, if they are certified as allowed, for such certification and al- 
lowance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All those the House put in are left? 

Mr. HALE. No; in this examination that the committee were led 
to make they also discovered that the House had put in of this same 
kind and nature of claims, and in making up the direction to the sec- 
retary of the Treasury the items put in by either House of this kind 
subject to dispute and raising naturally in careful minds questions are 
all comprehended there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not to be paid until December? 

Mr. HALE. In fact they go over for future examination under the 
direction of Congress. It will put the accounting officers more upon 
their guard and will make them, as it should, very careful. 

The Committee on Appropriations finds every time that it considers 
a deficiency appropriation bill that the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury Department havea great burden resting upoa them in auditing and 
deciding upon these accounts. They are very numerous, and it would 
be a strange thing if they did not sometimes make mistakes. 

That is the way that the bill has been left. 

Mr. SEWELL. May I inquire of the Senator from Maine if tlie ac- 
counts for sites of public buildings are included in those of which he 

ks? 
"ae. HALE. No; I am referring now more to those accounts in tlie 
nature of transportation accounts in the different Departments. 

Mr. SEWELL. Are they not adjudicated accounts? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. SEWELL. Then why are they not allowed ? 

Mr. HALE. Because, as I have just stated (the Senator probably 
was not in), there are certain claims which the Senate conferees found 
the House conferees had examined into and got all the papers pon, aud 
they presented the facts and conditions of the case in such a way as to 
put the Senate conferees upon their guard. 

Mr. SEWELL. Were the conditions different from those presented 
by the accounting officers of the Government? 

Mr. HALE. The papers themselves convinced the committee that 
the accounts ought not to have been passed; or at any rate they raised 
such a doubt that we did not venture to appropriate forthem. There 
are some cases which, if the Senator himself would examine. he wou'd 
not want to take the responsibility of passing without further exam! 
nation. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a questio”. 
I understand that by the report of the committee of conference 4 p' 
vision for the repayment of certain taxes which was contained in the 
bill as paosed by the Senate -has been stricken out. I should like © 
be informed upon that point particularly. . 

Mr. HALE. We found the House conferees very determined 0p0" 
that subject. The main question they raised was that under the ‘or 
of the appropriation sought the money thus given might not, and | 
deed would not, go direct to the whom the Government owes, 
the foreign holders of the stock upon which the tax was asses-ed; and 
we settled that by providing that the Secretary of the Treasury should 
report to the next session of Congress in detail the names of the pet 
sons who were such stockholders. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who are the beneficiaries. 

Mr.HALE. Whoare to be the beneficiaries and to whom the mony 
should go. When the House insisted upon that the Senate cou'er* 
did not feel that they were justified in refusing that demand. Next 
year we shall get a list of the stockholders themselves, and the appro 
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priation can be made directly to them rather than to the railroad com- | ferees before now, and he has as good an opportunity as I have of judg- 
nies as trustees for them. ing which has the most backbone. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a good point. Mr. HOAR. Every Senator seems to be entitled to have a lick at 

Mr. CALL. I will ask the Senator from Maine if there were not | the Senator from Maine, and I should like to have mine. 
among the papers unquestionable evidence of who were the owners of Mr. HALE. As the Senator was not in when the very careful and 
this money, and a powerof attorney from them to entirely responsible | illuminating report was read from the desk, I yield very willingly to 
and respectable persons to collect it. him. 

Mr. HALE. Only for a portion. Mr. HOAR. I merely wanted to ask my honorable friend from 

Mr. CALL. That portion was left unprovided for with the others, | Maine (I do not know but the report covers it, but if it does I will ask 
T understand? him to repeat it for my information) whatis the tendency of late years 

Mr. HALE. With all the others. in regard to these deficiency bills, whether they are increasing in pro- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any legislation in this bill? portion to the general appropriation bills, and whether there has been 

Mr. HALE. I think not. any such increase growing outof a struggle in any quarter to make the 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— general appropriation bills show a greater economy than really belongs 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield? | tothem? I do not know but that that has been dealt with in the re- 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. port by the Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Simply foraquestion. I find it so difficult to Mr. HALE. The committee find that the Departments of the Gov- 
keep track of the changes made in conference by the numbers men- | ernment are just as earnest and just as strenuous for supplemental ap- 
tioned in the report that I desire to ask one or two questions. First, | propriations to eke out their supplies as they ever were. We do not 
in reference to an amendment placed upon the deficiency bill by the | find—and this deficiency bill settles that—that the Departmentsof the 
Senate proposing to pay a certain amount of money for paving in front | Government as administered at present can get along with any less 
of the public building at Saint Louis. I ask what disposition was | sum than their predecessors, as they were formerly administered. 
made by the conference committee of that item ? Mr. HOAR. I meant to put my question tocall outthis point: I have 

Mr. HALE. Those paving matters were the subject of a great | seen, and of course every Senator, by the assignment of committee 
deal of controversy, the House conferees declaring that until a general | work that he has, has occasion to know something about the method of 
policy had been fixed by law the Government should pave the streets | dealing with this matter of public expenditure on the Appropriations 
opposite their own buildings, and we finally agreed upon propositions | Committees of the two branches; and it seems to me that I have seen 
which involve the making of sidewalks opposite the Government build- | evidence that billscome up here from the House intended to make agreat 
ings, providing for those in a few cases; but the paving of the streets | show of economy by omitting items which the necessities of the public 
upon the insistance of the House conferees was thrown out. service will require the Senate to put in those bills, and then tie Sen- 

Mr. MANDERSON. There was but one such item in the deficiency | ate is taunted with being lavish while the House is economical; or if 
bill, and that was placed in the bill by the action of the Senate Com- | the items are kept out of the regular appropriation bills, the necessity 
mittee on Appropriations. Was that thrown out? of the case requires the passage of a deficiency bill and the items in the 

Mr. HALE. That was thrown out. deficiency bill to eke out this want, this deficiency which is occasioned 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator whether he recalls the fact | by the attempt at economy elsewhere. 
that there was abundant precedent for paying for the paving? I wish to say, if I may be pardoned in connection with this (and I 

Mr. HALE. Yes; sometimes the House itself has agreed to such | will not detain the Senator in getting the bill through for more than 
provisions, and I think in one case some time ago it put a provision of | a moment), the attitude of the Democratic and Republican parties 
this kind upon such a bill as this; but all the same they insisted very | seems to me to be exactly this: The Demecratic party comes to us omit- 
strongly that they would not agree that the Government upon this bill | ting some provision which is essential to the very life of national ad- 
should commit itself to the proposition of paving streets. ministration, and they rely on the fact that we will not destroy the 

Mr. MANDERSON. And yet the House placed upon the deficiency 


child, that the Republicans are so interested in good and reasonably 
bill of last year two items paying for paving in front of public build- | well-conducted government that we will take upon ourselves that bur- 


den to that portion of the public who are deceived by such a proceed- 
ing, and not let the appropriation bills fail at all, because we do not want 
the confusion which would come from it; and therefore that year after 
year these gentlemen are enabled to make a certain pretense of superior 
economy to us, relying on us rather than have the Government suffer 
to take upon our shoulders that burden of obloquy and reproach, and 
give them that advantage. 

I wanted to ask in reference to that point how this deficiency bill 
compares with former years, and whether there is not a great deal in 
it which might have been fairly foreseen and which ought to have been 
fairly foreseen and put in the general appropriation bills? 

Mr. HALE. TheSenator is undoubtedly correct. TheSenate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations when it comes to deal with these bills that 
are sent over by the House (and in what I say I do not mean to cast 
any improper reproach on the co-ordinate branch of the Legislature) 
finds these bills fragmentary, and a great many items which have to 
be put on for the running of the Government are left out. We find a 
page of regular estimates upon which two-thirds of the items have been 
put into the bill by the House and the other third left out, when there 
is no difference between the two that we can find on examination. 

So the Senate committee has to add to the bills as the House sends 
them over, and it does give rise to statements and to more or less dec- 
lamation in another branch of the Government as to the extravagance 
of the Senate in increasing the appropriations made by the bills of the 
House of Representatives, while the fact is that the Senate is very care- 
ful in its examinations and seeks to put on nothing but what is neces- 
sary to run the Government. 

An impatience has been felt not only by the Senator from Massacliu- 
setts but by other Senators and by the Committee on Appropriations 
at this course, at our being charged and saddled with these increased 
appropriations which we must put on. 

I am bound to say that in the Committee on Appropriations in deal- 
ing with this subject it is not in any way considered as a party matter. 
The Democratic members of the Committee on Appropriations, as they 
have taken occasion to say here upon this floor before, and as I know 
they feel now, have the same impatience at our being submitted to this 
course as the Republicans. But there is nothing for the Senate to do 
but to find the subjects which are needed for the administration of the 
Government and to put them on, cven if we are charged with extrav- 

ance. 

As to the Senator’s question whetheras compared with previous years 
this evil is greater or less, my impression is that it is greater than it 
has been for the last few years; that we feel more and more that we 
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ings. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House agreed to the Senate provisions. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps the Senate placed the provisions upon 
the bill, but the House agreed to it, and established the precedent. 

Mr. HALE. It has never yet been adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Do I understand thatthe actual paving at the front 
doors of a post-office itself, the sidewalk paving right at the doors, is 
not to be paid for? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; sidewalkslaid atthedoors. Wedo not make any 
point on that, and the House do not make any point on it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is an item in the bill concerning the Hart- 
ford post-office that the Senate put in. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not certain that that is in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that was in the sundry civil bill, not 
in the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Possibly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask with reference to the ap- 
propriation of $90,000 to render it possible to give the fifteen days’ leave 
of absence to the employés of the Public Printing Office, an amendment 
placed upon the bill by the Senate. Is that held to by the conferees? 

Mr. HALE. It is. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It remains in the bill? 

Mr. HALE. It does. 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine whether the 
House conferees define the status of the Government in relation to a 
municipality as a lot and property owner in the paving of streets? Is 
it notas just aclaim against that property as it is against an individual 
citizen in that municipality ? 

Mr. HALE. That is a question which has not yet been settled by 
any affirmative law. As I have said, the precedents have been that in 
4 few cases they have been allowed, and in many other cases they have 
been disallowed. The cases have been accumulating, and there are a 
good many of them now pending and waiting to come in again the next 


year, 
Mr. SEWELL. A few get in from time to time. 
Mr. HALE. A few get in, and more are kept out. It is one of 
pe: cases where if either House insists they are not allowed. There 
‘ie ae any precedent fixed for allowing them on the appropria- 


Pye SEWELL. Are we not to infer from that state of affairs that 
conferees on the part of the House have more backbone than those 
on the part of the Senate ? 

Mr, The Senator has been in conference with House con- 
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are confronted with bills which do not complete the appropriations nec- 
essary for the ranning of the Government; and that we have to take 
the burden of being charged with increasing the bills more and more. 
That is my impression. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the total amount of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. I have not the figures here. They are in the report, 
but I can not give them exactly. The amount will be found in the 
report at the desk. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
the floor ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I ask for the adoption of the report. I yield the 
floor to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Thereport can not be adopted until he yields the 
floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine paused, and 
the Chair merely inquired whether he was through. 

Mr. HALE. If any Senator has any questions I shall be very glad 
to answer them. I am desirous of getting the report to the other 
House as soon as possible. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I feel like congratulating the Senator from 
Maine upon possessing a degree of firmness and determinatirn beyond 
that which he claims for himself. I can realize that in the multitude 
of changes made in this bill he might very readily forget as to the 
action concerning some items. 

I find upon examination that the House recedes from the disagree- 
ment as to paying for the paving in front of the public building at Saint 
Louis, following the precedent of last year. 1 simply make reference 
to this fact in order if possible to strengthen the conferees of the Sen- 
ate that they may hold to similar items in the sundry civil bill, hav- 
ing not only the abundant precedent of past years but a precedent in 
the action of the House conferees at this session. 

Mr. HALE. There are so many items that I could not pretend to 
be accurate as to a particular item. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of couse; I realize that. 

Mr. HALE. I know that on the general subject we had a good deal 
of discussion, and that there are a great many of these cases which are 
accumulating, and which have not been settled. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit to the Senator there should be no ex- 
ception made. If the paving in front of a public building at Saint 
Louis is to be paid for to that municipality, certainly it should be so 
with others. 

Mr. HALE. Undeubtedly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I intended to explain to the Senator that he has 
in his explanation rather confused the sundry civil and the deficiency 
bills. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Being on both committees. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Being on both subcommittees. The pavement 
question was receded from by the House on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HALE. On that single item. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All that was in it. 

Mr. HALE. Are there not other items than that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; the Texas matter at Galveston. 

Mr. HALE. There may have been one or two others. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Probably there are two or three others. They 
were all yielded by the House. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All of them paving matters? 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Galveston was a paving matter which was 
appropriated for at the last session of Congress, but the name was wrong 
and the pavement could not be made. This was simply a reappropri- 
ation to the correct name. 

‘Mr. MANDERSON. This certainly should be no matter of favor— 
Ido not mean to insinuate that it has been—but it isa matter of right. 
These municipalities have paid from their treasury the money neces- 
sary to pay for the paving of the streets in front of these public build- 
ings. In most cases, notably in the case of Omaha, the land upon 
which the public building is situated was donated by the city, and the 
Government of the United States is the only exception to the rule or 
the law which requires that the State, the church, the 
that everything in the way of property shall pay its proportion of the 
pavement in front of the property. I submit that it is a matter of 
common honesty and fairness on the part of the Government that it 
should pay. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator in connection 
with that if any estimate has ever been made for it, and if it has ever 
been reported to Congress ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. In the case I mention? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. MANDERSON, It was reported by the officers of the munici- 
pality of Omaha to the Department, approved by the Treas- 
ury Department, put in the Book of Estimates, introduced in the form 
- an cep ory and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

comes strictly within the rule, and opted sundry 
bill by the Senate. eee ee = 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was adopted on the civil bill. If 


_ the money had ever been paid out by the city it ought not to have gone 
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on the sundry civil bill, because it was then a deficiency. There \eora 
two claims on the part of Saint Louis, one was for work which had act. 
ually been done, and the other was for the two unpaved streets. (),,. 
the first amendment, was put on the deficiency bill, where the w,,): 
had been done, and that has been acceded to; the other is on the suyj-y 
civil bill. Not being a member of the conference committee oy +),,: 
bill, I do not know what its fate will be. 7 

Mr. MANDERSON. I know what its fate ought to be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know the item to which the Senato; , 
ought to have gone on the deficiency bill. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think it due to myself to cay tha | 


One. 


y tia 


should prefer if I had any power in this matter that Congress ¢}),),; 
not adjourn until the Ist day of next December to consenting to w)}).; 
I regard as a disgrace and a dishonor to the Government and the », 
ple of the United States. : 

It is within my knowledge that in regard to these taxes to be repaig 
to the owners of the tax which was improperly and illegally co) |cote:| 
from them under the income act, that there was no possible question 
in regard to the obligation of the Government to pay those people 
that it has been so adjudicated by the Treasury Department: that th: 
amounts have been fixed; that the claim has been urged time anq 
time again; that it is nothing but the taking from the citizen and sy). 
ject of another country a tax upon his income in no respect justified 
by the law in either its letter or its spirit; and that these people hay, 
been here before Congress with this adjudication of our own Depart. 
ment, with the fall and ample and unquestionable authority from the 
owners of the tax for the payment to their representatives, and tha: 
they are entirely responsible people. 

This fact came to my knowledge in the person of one of my neigh- 
bors, whom I have known for several years, a man of the hizhest re- 
spectability, a lawyer of character and capacity, upon whose character 
no stain rests. He brought the papers to me as a member of the 4p- 
propriations Committee, exhibiting a power of attorney from the most 
respectable banking firms in this country direct from the owners of this 
tax which has been adjudicated by the Government, and which was 
originally extorted by the tax collectors under an improper construction 
of the law, a tax upon the income of a citizen and subject of a foreign 
country who happened to own the bonds of corporations in this country 
when the income tax existed. There is no language which can too 
forcibly condemn this robbery of honest and unoffending people whose 
property has been forcibly taken away from them, to which we become 
a party when we fail or refuse to restore their property to them. 

Mr. President, the reason alleged for it is a pretense, and one not 
worthy of consideration—of having the Treasury Department re-exam- 
ine them and report to whom these claims are to be paid, as if the 
Treasury authorities could not do so as well after this appropriation 
was made, and require the evidence that the parties who represented 
them were properly authorized todoso. To delay and refuse this pay- 
ment for years upon a pretense of that kind is unworthy the Senate of 
the United States, and for one I should never consent to such a repudi- 
ation of the honest obligations of the Government. 

I desire to call attention, if my words can be heard elsewhere, to an- 
other fact in regard to this bill. There was placed upon the bill by the 
Senate a provision authorizing and requiring the reauditing of the dis- 
allowed accounts for the last four or five years where the evidence 
showed that the money had been paid under proper authority for serv- 
ices performed under proper executive authority, and the claim disil- 
lowed by reason of some technical objection or point in the law. | 
comes within my knowledge that one of those cases was of this clar- 
acter, where a contract was made in Florida for the survey of ceriaa 
of the public lands of the United States, and the Surveyor-(ieneral 1 
structed the surveyor, in the interpretation of that contract, to survey 
certain adjacent tracts of land. X 

The person who made that survey, a poor man, an honest and a 
pable man, borrowed the money upon a mortgage of his homestead th! 

his wife and children, performed the contract, it was accep’ 

the Government, the survey approved, but the money never } 

because it was not specifically described in the written contract. and 

to-day an execution is about to turn out that man’s wife and cilia 

upon the street because the Government of the United States wil! »t 

pay its honest obligation. as 

object the committee has in persecuting this poor man an¢ °* 

wife and children, who are not known to them, can not be discovers’ 

Certainly no Cohen aie aang policy can justify a failure to maxe 
provision by of such cases. 

Mr. President, I undertake to say that that is dishonest an‘! dishoo: 
orable, and as one Senator of the United States I would stay here 02" 
the next session before I would allow the poor people of this coat!’ 
and their wives and children, who have honest claims against the i 
ernment of the United States, to be turned upon the street because ° 
some idle and unreasonable objection on the part of those who have‘ 
appropriations to make. : 

Mr. HALE. The Senate conferees stood out very long upon the pr” 
osition which the Senate put on in reference to suspended accoun 
but it was undoubtedly in the form of legislation, and the House ~ 
ferees would not for a moment yield or consent even to discuss |t, * 
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in the end it had to go out with one or two other propositions that the 
House put on involving legislation. 

I ask the adoption of the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, on the general subject of these de- 
ficiencies I see in the estimate of deficiencies submitted on the 8th of 
February that the things which this bill is to provide for, and I sup- 
yose does, are deficiencies in the State Department for $80,000—I leave 
off the odd hundreds to condense—in the Treasury Department, $394, - 
(000; the District of Columbia, $18,000; the War Department, $1,409,000; 
the Navy Department, $442,000; the Interior Department, $6,000; the 
postal service, from the general Treasury, $6,000, and from the postal 
revenues $918,000; the Department of Justice, $432,000, and besides 
that there is already an appropriation at this session of $50,000 for 
urgent deficiencies in that Department, and some others for the other 
Departments. ; 

Anybody knows that as to nine-tenths of all that sum, amounting, 
including the Post-Office deficiency, to three and a half million dollars, 
it was just as well known when we passed the regular bills at the last 
session of Congress that they were not adequate to the public service as 
it is now; and when we come to the next session of Congress with all 
this deficiency made up and all the regular appropriation bills passed, 
we-shall find a still larger deficiency again; but meanwhile we shall be 
able to tell the dear people, the hard-working men, the farmers, and so 
on, how we have cut down the appropriations, and have been more 
economical than any of our predecessors, which will be true until after 
the election, but then it will be false. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2056) to amend 
the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who 
have lost an arm or leg in the service. 

TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4083) to empower the Commissioner 


of Agriculture to transfer certain appropriations, to report it with an 
amendment. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I donotaskforaction. Let it go on the Calendar with 
the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be pursued. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 82) making ad- 
ditional appropriation for purchase of site for Congressional Library, to 

rt it without amendment, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read subject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the letter of the Secretary of the Interior be 
read in the same connection so that the whole case may appear alto- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read although it 
is not in order, being in the nature of debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In the nature of debate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that objec- 
tion should be made on the reading of the resolution. If there be no 
objection, the letter will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not so understand. ‘The resolution was 
read for consideration, subject to objection. Now the resolution being 
under consideration, I ask for the reading of the letter of the Secretary 
of the Interior explaining the necessity for the resolution. I admit if 
anybody objects to it the Chair would probably have to put the question. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the letter 
will be read, although it is usual for objection to be stated on the read- 
ing of the bill or resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I stated distinctly that I would only consent to 


this resolution read and considered subject to objection. 
The PRESID protempore. The letter will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


on DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, August 2, 1836. 
: In view of the fact that the second jury appointed by the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia to assess damages to property in squares 729,730, 
and 731, for site of building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library, 
ha at asum of about $35,000 in excess of the appropria- 
made for such .I have the honor to recom- 
leave to urge, that an additional appropriation of from $35,000 to 
as soon as to enable the commission to complete the 
ut farther delay. 
the of sale of old material upon the site 
for disbursement by the commission for any 
by the act notwithstanding the provisions of section 


_ 1, @ ©. LAMAR, 
Hon. D. W. ¥ Secretary of the Interior, Chairman Library Commission. 


Library Commitiee, United Slates Senate. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, it will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


It went over yesterday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it is reported from a committee now 

Mr. VOORHEES. It was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions yesterday and is reported to-day from that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS. 


And therefore is open to objection. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled ‘‘A joint resolution to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government,’’ have instructed me to report it 
favorably, and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the present consideration of that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not object to 
the consideration of this resolution. I will explain it briefly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; we all object for the present. We have 
done this thing often enough. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the joint reso- 


lution goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to the Senator from Iowa making 
a speech. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think if I had unanimous consent to say a word 
both Senators would withdraw their objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to make some remarks on this resolution. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriations of last year were extended to 
the 3ist of July and the sundry civil bill undoubtedly will not be signed 
until to-morrow, so that there is a period of three days not provided for 
under the joint resolution ending on the 31st of July, and which can 
not very well be provided for in the sundry civil bill. So all those who 
have been in the employ of the Government from the 3lst of July to 
the 4th day of August will be in such employ without pay unless this 
resolution is passed. If this resolution shall pass they will be provided 
for. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask a question, Mr. President, by unani- 
mous consent? I should like to have the Senator explain how, when 
the sundry civil bill passes, it being a bill to provide for paying the 
current expenses of the Departments that it covers from the 1st day of 
July inclusive to the 30th day of June next inclusive, it is possiblethat 
these people who are now working can not be paid out of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are two laws which stand in absolute oppo- 
sition tothat view. The first is that no money shall be expended with- 
out a specific appropriation. The second is a provision attached toan 
appropriation bill two years ago whereby persons are prohibited from 
receiving pay for voluntary service to the Government in every case 
where there is no specific appropriation made at the time the service 
was rendered, except only in cases where life is involved. That will 
be found in an appropriation act of 1884. 

Mr. PLUMB. IfI may be permitted to say a word, I will state the 
reason of my objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill say first that I do not think this resolution will 
meet the case as stated by the Senator from Iowa because voluntary 
service has been rendered already from the first day of the month until 
now. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is notas wide as a barn door or deepas a well, but 
it will do. Part of the time, at all events, the employés will not get 
any pay for, and I think we ought to take the whole subject into con- 
sideration when we get to that point and know what we have to pro- 
vide for. 

3ut there is another objection. The Senator from Iowa knows better 
than I that the House has been very tardy in serding the appropria- 
tion bills to the Senate this year. This is the third time that we have 
been asked to extend last year’s appropriations in order that the Gov- 
ernment might go on. 

This is a proposition to extend appropriations for the third time, not 
on account of any neglect of the Senate to do its duty thoroughly and 
promptly and fairly and conscientionsly with reference to all the in- 
terests of the public service so fur as they are connected with appro- 
priations, but simply because the House during the last eight months 
has been neglecting its plain duty in matter of making appropriations 
for the carrying on of the Government. When the new rules came to 
be adopted in that body, for the purpose of relieving the Commitee on 
Appropriations from what had been considered an overload, some five or 
six of the fourteen appropriation bills were taken away from that com- 
mittee and given to other committees. The billsthus taken away from 
the regular Appropriations Committee came to this body in due time 
and in better shape than heretofore and have passed and become laws, 
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and all of them with possibly a single exception passed before the Ist 
day of July. The bills which came from the regular Appropriations 
Committee have all been delayed, from which it would seem that the 
House did not cut quite deep enough, did not take work enough away 
from the regular Appropriations Committee. If more bilis had been 
sent to other committees Congress would have adjourned by or before 
July 1, and been saved the spectacle of incompetency and disregard of 
the public interest which has been exhibited during the last six weeks, 
one part of which has been the extension of last year’s appropriations 
by such resolutions as the one now before us—a confession that the leg- 
islative machinery of the House of Representatives has failed in the 
most important particular. 

The Senator from lowa also knows very well that the appropriation 
bills as they came to the Senate according to the judgment of the heads 
of Departments failed, very signally failed, to provide for the necessi- 
ties of the public service. He knows that the Committee on Appro- 
priations and the Senate, following that committee, put on various items 
for the different branches of the public service, which these Department 
officers said were absolutely necessary in order that those Departments 
might run during this fiscal year. They asked that and received that 
at the hands of their political opponents which they had not been able 
to get by solicitation or otherwise from the hands of their political 
friends in the other body; and when those items came into conference 
the Senator from Iowa well knows that objection was made to every- 
thing the Senate had put on in toto upon the ground that the appropri- 
ation bills had originated in and been passed by a House of Represent- 
atives in full accord with the administration, and that the Republican 
Senate had no business to put anything on those biJls which related to 
administration; and out of that contention has grown also other days 
of delay but for which the necessity of this joint resolution would not 
exist. 

We have staid here at great discomfort and inconvenience and to 
the peril of the Government for the last two months simply because of 
the tardiness of the House of Representatives. 

I might particularize a little further and say precisely where the re- 
sponsibility for this delay and this course of proceeding rests. That is 
not, however, a part of my duty. The House of Representatives of 
course by tolerating the autocracy which controls and delights to con- 
trol it simply for the sake of control, without reference to any public 
interest to be subserved thereby, becomes itself responsible for all this 
delay. This particular instance is the first at any rate in my experience 
where the old appropriations have been extended twice and were sought 
to be extended the third time. As far as Iam concerned, accepting the 
declaration made on behalf of the House by its conferees on the ques- 
tion of the rights of the Senate in regard to the appropriations to carry 
on the Government, I am willing to have the matter stand just where 
it is and let the House accept the responsibility of the failure of appro- 
priations to carry on the Government during the few days in August 
until the sundry civil bill shall pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection made to the con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, there is objection. 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIP. 


Mr, ALLISON. I report from the Committee on Appropriations a 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives with an amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned sine die at 3 o'clock p.m. July 28, 1886, 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, 
at the end of the resolution, to strike out ‘‘at 3 o’clock p. m. July 28”’ 
ss “‘at 4 o’clock p. m. August 4;”’ so as to make the resolution 
read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned sine die at 4 o'clock p.m. August 4, 1886. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I object to the present consideration of that 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say a word on the resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I withdraw the objection to enable the Senator 
from Massachusetts to be heard. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to adopt the resolution now. I ask 
that it lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say a few words on the resolution. 

a PRESIDENT protempore. It lies on the table, objection being 
made, 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not desire to take up the resolution at this 
moment; but I am perfectly willing to take it up and consider it now 
if Senators wish to speak on it. 

Mr. HOAR. It is debatable, and I desire to say a few words on it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theresolution is debatable, although 
it is subject to objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to express my dissent from the 
passage of this resolution or the passage of any resolution providing for 
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judge, as soon as may be, to open a special session of such circuit court at such 
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the adjournment of this body until it has considered a bill introduced 
by me and reported from the Judiciary Committee on the 19th of April, 
1886, entitled ‘‘A bill to provide for inquests under national ay- 
thority.”’ 

I suppose that I am violating no propriety in saying that a commit- 
tee of Republican Senators had considered the question of the business 
to be taken up during this session and had assigned to that bill, as its 
importance demanded, a very early place in the order of business, which 
promised its consideration long ago, and it was well understood, I sup- 
pose, on both sides of the Chamber that I for one desired the consider- 
ation of that measure. 

Circumstances such as often happen in the course of legislation have 
arisen which from time to time have caused the attention of the Senate 
to be occupied with measures which seemed to have a most immediate 
and pressing demand and which have prevented that proposed order 
from being scrupulously observed, until at last we are in the situation 
which I never would have consented to if I had anticipated it when it 
seems unlikely that this bill can be taken up and disposed of if the 
Senate adjourn at the time proposed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. President, I ask the Chief Clerk to read at the desk the bill which 
I have named. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 2171) to provide for inquests under 
national authority, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That whenever any three citizens of the United 
States shall, under oath, present to any judge of a circuit court, either in term- 
time or vacation, their petition setting forth that within the circuit for which 
such judge has jurisdiction, and within the State of which the petitioners are res- 
idents, any person has been killed. or has sustained serious bodily injury, orse- 
rious injury in his estate, or been threatened with injury in person or estate, be- 
cause of the race or color of such person so killed, injured, or threatened, or 
because of any political opinion which such person so killed, injured, or threat- 
ened may have heid in regardto matters affecting the general welfare of the 
United Siates, or with design to prevent such person so killed, injured, or threat- 
ened, or others, from expressing freely such opinion, or from voting as he or they 
may see fitat any election of officers whose election is required or provided for 
by the Constitution or laws of the United States, or to influence or affect the 
votes of such persons or others at such elections, it shall be the duty of such 


place within said circuit as he may appoint, and the duty of such court to hold 

an inquest into the circumstances of such killing, injury, or threatening, and to 

cause to besummoned and examined all such witnesses as the court may think 
roper. 

2 ano. 2. That.said judge shall forthwith report the evidence by him taken, and 

his conclusions of fact thereon, to the President of the United States, to be by 

him laid before Congress. 


Sec. 3. That the judge may require any district attorney of the United States 
within his circuit to attend such inquest, and toaid in preparing for and conduct- 
ing the same, or he may, in his discretion, appoint any other counselor-at-law 
to prepare and conduct such inquest. 

Sec. 4. That the expenses of such inquest shall be certified by the judge tothe 
Department of Justice,and paid out of the appropriation made for the expenses 
of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose at this time to recapitu- 
late the familiar history of the methods by which, as a large and re- 
spectable portion of the American people believe, honest and fair elec- 
tions have been suppressed throughout a considerable portion oi this 
country. 

As long ago as 1874 General Sheridan, now the illustrious head of the 
armies of the United States, then in command of the department which 
contains the State of Louisiana, declared that more men had been slain 
in that single State for political opinion than were slain in the whole 
Mexican war. Whether that were true or not, there were reported by 
committees of this or the other House, and scarcely disputed, the de- 
tails of eight terrible massacres, the result of which, in spite of every 
exertion of the national power to prevent them, led to the overthrow ol 
the rule of the majority in that State, as was the belief of a large num- 
ber of American citizens. 

In the State of South Carolina it is not necessary to go beyond the 
columns of the chief Democratic paper of that State to establish a si- 
ilar history. The Charleston News and Courier from time to time has 
expressed its regret at the necessity of the political methods which have 
been adopted there, admitting them, excusing, hoping that nothing 
will occur to make it necessary to have them again recurred to. 

The press has brought to us within three weeks, without any con- 
tradiction which has met my eye, the statement that in the State of 
Alabama the first Republican meeting of the campaign at Birmingham, 
a large manufacturing city, has been broken up by Democratic violence, 
three weeks ago or thereabouts. 

From the State of Mississippi, the history of whose political revolt- 
tion in 1876 is fresh in the memory of the American people, there came 
last year the transactions at Copiah, and have come too in the cours¢ 0! 
this winter the account of the transactions at Carrollton. 

In every one of these cases, so fur as is made known to the people of the 
North by the press, a negro and a Republican is the victim, and a Demo 
crat and a white man is the aggressor. Not only come these accoun's 
from time to time, but here is a statement made in a pamphlet whic 
has been sent to me, a little while ago, printed in Washington in 1-~° 
by Mr. Frederick Douglass, the most distinguished and conspicv0"s 
colored man perhaps in the country. Everybody who knows Mr. Deus: 
lass knows his affectionate and gentle nature. In everything hich 
relates to the relations between these two races, and in everythis 
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which relates to the relations between these two parties, Mr. Douglass victed. The court in which he is tried is a lynchin 
has been famous for his kindly and gentle utterances and the pacific place of “ due process of law,” of 


D ' come to ascertain the guilt or i 
counsels to his people, and for the generous judgment and allowance 


ge mob. This mob takes the 
judge, jury, witness, and counsel, It does not 


cence of the accused, but to hang, shoot, stab, 
burn, or whip him to death. Neither courts, jails, nor marshals are allowed to 
which he makes for the difficult position in which their former masters | protect him. Every day brings us tidings of these outrages. I will not stop to 


- pl _ Now, let us see what Mr. Douglass states to us in this detail individualinstances. Their name isk 





rion Everybody knows that what 
. 3 : 7 I say is true, and that no power is employed b} the Government to prevent this 
pamphlet, which is the report of three addresses: one delivered at Louis- | lawiess violence. Yet our chief magistrates and other oflicers, Democratic and 
ville, Ky., in 1883; one delivered at Washington in 1885 on the occa- mepnaeiene, ee oe Ce tne colons 1 mockery, the empty form of 
’ ’ . . ta° . . swearing by > née 2 mighty Go t they will execute the ws an e 
sion of the twenty-third anniversary of the abolition of slavery in the Geamnaiiens that they Ww ill establ isk saan eee eee tic Same eo 
District of Columbia; and one delivered in Washington in 1886. I will | secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and to our posterity ; 
i eee from the ad- | Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Allow me to ask whether he includes Vir- 
or ¢ « 2O- Ts . . . 
dress of 1883. Mr. Douglass said, speaking of the condition of the peo- | Jini in that section of country. 
ple of his race: , eae nine te Mr. HOAR. Iam reading what Mr. Douglass says. 
are occasional cases in which white men are lynched; but one sparrow > 7PERGER ; , : oes into the REcorD. anc 
aanaee makeasummer. Every one knows that what is called Lynch law is Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know, but it goes into the Recorn, and 


peculiarly the law for colored people and for nobody else. If there were no | if Virginia is considered as within those Southern States, I say that is 
other grievance than this horrible and barbarous Lynch-law custom we should | not true. 

iustified in assembling as we have now done to expose and d ‘nounce it. » . - i ae 
po Madetoan all. Even now, after twenty years of so-called emancipation, we Mr. HOAR. . I are ™ ld to the Se nator. : , : 
are subject to lawless raids of midnight riders, who, with blackened faces, in- Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ascertain under what order this dis- 
vade our homies and perpetrate the foulest of crimes upon us and our families. | cussion is going on. 

his condition of things is too flagrant and notorious to require specifications or The PRES aT a ey Ae eed 
aaa Thus in all the relations of life and death we are met by the color line. The E RESIDEN i pro tempore. Under th es : ntation of the reso 
Ve can not ignore it if we would, and ought not if we could. It haunts us at lution to fix a time for adjournment, reported from the Committee on 
midnight; it denies us sogemenation in hotels and justice in the courts, ex- | Appropriations. 
cludes our children from schools, refuses our sons the chance to learn trades d SIRSON am - ii tes i Nia 
and compels us to pursue only such labor as will bring the least reward. ; ahaa ae ON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

e Senate? 

Then, io 9 lew eet jen of di a ne — The PRESIDENT protempore. If the Senator from Massachusetts 

We therefore throw off the burden of disgrace and reproach from the laborer, rill . Sa a bs ae as se aa 
where Mr. Calhoun and others of his class would place it, and put it on the land- ¥ - “— ? the Chair ¥ all baswe the question before the Senate read. 
owner, where it belongs. It isthe old case over again, The black man does Mr. HOAR. \V ery well. 


the work and the white man gets the money. The Chief Clerk read the resolution of the House of Representatives, 
Then he speaks of what is called the order system. See what is the | follows: 

testimony of this representative colored man as to the condition of his 

race on this subject: 


No more crafty and effective device for defrauding the Southern laborers 
could be adovted than the one that substitutes orders upon shopkeepers for cur- 
rency in payment of wages. It has the merit of a show of honesty, while it 

ts the laborerscompletely at the mercy of the land-owner and the shopkeeper. 
Ne is between the upper and the nether millstones, and is hence ground to dust. 
It gives the shopkeeper a customer who can trade with no other shopkeeper, 


and thus leaves the latter no motive for fair dealing except hisown moral sense, 
which is never too strong.. 


Here is another passage: 


Flagrant as have been the outrages committed upon colored citizens in respect 
totheir civil rights, more flagrant, shocking, and scandalous still have been the 
outrages committed upon our political rights by means of bulldozing and ku- 
kluxing, Mississippi plans, fraudulent courts, tissue ballots, and the like devices. 
Three States in which the colored ple outnumber the white population are 
without colored representation and their political voice suppressed. The co!- 
ored citizens in those States are virtually disfranchised, the Constitution heid 
in utter contempt, and its provisions nullified. This has been done in the face 
of the Republican party and successive Republican administrations. 


Now I come to the speech of 1885, in which Mr. Douglass, at a large 
meeting to which he was introduced by Mr. Bruce, late an honored 
member of this body, states the methods which were open to Presi- 
dent Cleveland in disposing of this question: 


First. He may adopt a policy of total indifference. Ile may shut his eyes to 
the fact that in all of the Gulf States political rights of colored citizens are l\it- 
erally stamped out; that the Constitution which he has solemnly sworn to sup- 
portand enforce is under the feet of the mob; that in those States there is no 
such thing as a fair election and an honest count. He may utterly refuse to in- 
terfere by word or deed for the enforcement of the Constitution and for the pro- 
tection of the ballot, and let the Southern question drift whithersoever it willto 
& port of safety or to a rock of disaster. 


What is before 
















Reso'ved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned sine die at 3 o’clock p. m., July 28, 1886. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator from Iowa said he did not ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to make some remarks on the resolution. 

Mr. KENNA. Allow me to ask whether that resolution is under 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is under consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. I will proceed with the reading of the statement of 
Mr. Douglass: 

Only a few weeks ago, at Carrollton (court-house), Miss., in the absence of all 
political excitement, while the government of the nation. as well as the govern- 
ment of the Southern States, was safely in the hands of the Democratic party; 
when there was no pending election, and no pretense of a fearof possible negro 
supremacy, one hundred white citizens on horseback, armed to the teeth, delib- 
erately assembled and in cold blood opened a deadly fire upon a party of peace- 
able, unarmed colored men, killing eleven of them on the spot and mortally 
wounding nine others, most of whom have since died. The sad thing is that, in 
the average American mind, horrors of this character have become so frequent 
since the slaveholding rebellion that they excite neither shame nor surprise, 
neither pity for the slain nor indignation for the slayers, 

Mr. President, it is said that these are political charges; that the 
transactions have no political significance; that they have no relation 
to the difference cf race or to the difference of party; that they are 
sporadic; that they grow out of a condition of things following a great 
and excited civil war, which is inevitable so leng as human nature re- 
mains the same. If that be true, so much the more is this measure 
which seeks to substitute for the reports of newspapers, for the discus- 
sions of orators, for the accusations of politicians or partisans a judicial 


‘ ‘ e g ; ; ; : os os 
ees : inquiry presided over by a judge removed from politics. There is not 
idly, r. 4 
Comte 7 neat am pREREENS ae » a homicide on the face of the earth wherever the common law prevails 
Thirdly. — 


except this class, which, so far as the reports come to us, goes unpun- 
ished and uninguired into, which would not be the subject of examina- 
tion by a coroner and the verdict of a coroner’s jury. 

Now, we ask that within the national power, in a judicial district of 
the United States where an offense of this kind is committed against 
the ¢itizen and it is alleged by three respectable citizens under oath 
that that offense is committed because of the political opinion or be- 
cause of the race of the person against whom it is committed, the facts 
shall be ascertained by the judge of the United States court and shall 
be properly reported to Congress for its proper action. 

I think this measure is needed for the vindication of these communi- 
ties if they be unjustly accused. I think it is needed for the vindica- 
tion of American honor if it be unjustly suspected. 


I read these passages to show Mr. Douglass’s statement of the exist- 
ing fact as it presents itself to him and to the people of whom he is a 
conspicuous representative— 


Thirdly, He may decide to accept the Mississippi plan of conducting elections at 
the South ; encourage violence and crime; elevate to office the men whose hands 
are reddest with innocent blood; force the negroes out of politics by the shot- 
gun and the bulldozer’s whip; cheat them out of the elective franchise; sup- 
press the blican vote; kill off their white Republican leaders, and keep 
the South ; and keep its one hundred and fifty-three electoral votes—ob- 
tained thus by force, fraud, and red-handed violence—ready to be cast for a 
Democratic candidate in 1888. 


Now comes the statement of 1886, from which I will read two or 
three passages: 


The Republican 
As far as the colored people of the country are concerned, their condition 


a ir i party have had no power of affirmative legislation ‘a this country since 
louie SE ee te eRe aiE aceecetneeeete re the year 1875. At that time the Democrats took possession of the 
ration we least show of Federal interference or popular rebuke. The Consti- | House of Representatives and they have held it in every Congress since 
hes tases ao coeea y, ceaeeee som the usmal aoa 008 Ge seas woe except on occasions when the Democrats held control of the Senate. It 
amendment formed no part of the Constitution, and as if every colored citizen | 4S therefore been in the power of the Democratic party now for nearly 
Tune South had been struck dead ay Renguiager blown to atoms by dynamite. twelve years to prevent any affirmative legislation which they did not 
rights of colored eitioens oe heen mln 5 ol eae —_ approve, and by their control of the appropriations to prevent the vig- 
thecourts of the country, under the decision iets Gegreme Court vethe United | orous enforcement of any existing law which they did not like. 

Fuly os duriag the Frendsnee ai an to penteh the innocent ont chine the I appeal to them to remove this question from the domain of parti- 

. during Presidency r. Arthur. erhaps color men have 


sanship, to remove it as a temptation to political orators North or South 
little worse, so far as office-holding is concerned. P P F ; ne 


to remove it as a special grievance in the belief of the representatives 

—_ Mr. Douglass goes on: of a race now numbering seven millions in this country, to remove it 

be on§ Protection is to the vilest white criminal in the end t can not | even from forensic discussion here or elsewhere, and transfer the investi- 

to his guilt, But to the colored man automa of arene eaienon hese gation of these facts to the courts where they shall be investigated under 
diferent rule is almost every where applied. With him, to be accused is to be con- 


judicial sanction, under judicial responsibility, and by jndicial processes, 
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I have not now undertaken to express an opinion as to the truth or | was only reported to-day, and can only be ccnsidered by unanjm, 
falsity of these transactions; I have not uttered a word upon the merits | consent. ; faci 
of the particular questions; I only affirm that there isa belief prevail- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection was made to it, } 
ing in the minds of a large number of American citizens that these things | objection was withdrawn. It is now under consideration ; 
are true, and I demand that the facts be investigated. Why, Mr. Pres- | objection is renewed, and the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. Sav1s 
ident, on that statement of Frederick Douglass alone, if there were an | is recognized. 


8 the 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution of the House of Representatives, | floor did, that we were about reaching a conclusion of our |aly 
and also the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, which | and I rise now more especially to express my surprise that a+ 
was to strike out ‘3 o’clock p. m., July 28,’ and insert ‘‘4 o’clock p. | with the experience of the Senator from Massachusetts, having x 
m., August 4;’’ soas to make the resolution read: in both bodies of Congress for a number of years, should hay, 

Reso! sed by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- | Geparted from all legislative propriety as to inject into the dis 
dent of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives declare their | of a resolution in reference to adjournment the virulent spirit y 
respective Houses adjourned sine die at 4 o’clock p. m., August 4, 1886. has been manifested by the Senator in the discussion whi 

Mr. KENNA. I desire simply upon my own responsibility to make | made. He has risen here in his place to make a @»litical speech 
a very brief commentary upon this extraordinary spectacle. Here we | malignant type against men of a different political persuasiv: 
are in the last hours, in the very last moments of an expiring session | time when he knew there was no opportunity to reply to him. 
of Congress. We have been here day after day, and month after month, I say for one that the Senator will make no reputation {0 
since the early part of last December. On the 19th day of April, as | he will make no advantage for his party by the injection of th 
shown by a printed copy of the bill to which the substance of the re- | into the discussion of this resolution, for I am satisfied from t! 
marks of the Senator from Massachusetts has been devoted, that meas- | seats while the Senator was delivering his tirade, quoting fro. 
ure was reported to the Senate. Up to yesterday, as far as my knowl- | of Mr. Douglass in order to put them into the REcoRD to go ou! 
edge goes, no evidence has been furnished to this body by the Senator | political campaign document—from the exhibition I saw on } 
from Massachusetts or by any other Senator that any attempt would be | side of the Chamber I knew he had not the approval of ¢! 
made at any time during this session of Congress to secure action upon | whom he is politically affiliated, and I exonerate his party « 
this measure. If any such purpose has been suggested it has not been | plicity with the great impropriety which has been manifested 
acted on. Senator from Massachusetts on this occasion. 

Mr. HOAR. I haveinformed Senatorson theother side of the Cham- I shall not go into adiseussion. I hope we shall adopt the resolution 
ber for the last two or three weeks of my purpose to bring this up in | offered by the Senator from Iowa, that we shall adjourn and go ho 
some form and insist upon it. but I do want to emphasize my disapproval, my condemnation, u 

Mr. KENNA. The bill has been on the Calendar for three months | reprobation of the attempt on the part of the Senator from Massa 
and more. setts in the closing hours of the session to make political capital 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Massachusetts has informed me | party when he knew there would be no opportunity to reply + 
several times in the last week or two that it was his unalterable deter- ; - 
mination to call the bill up and have action upon it at this session of MISE BEFORE. 

Conyzcss. Mr. GORMAN. Iask leave to make a report from a committee of 

Mr. KENNA. No action has been taken by the Senator from Mas- | conference. = et 
sachusetts, so far as I know, to carry out that unalterable purpose on his The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive i! 
part, and now, when Congress is within twenty-four hours of its final Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the concurrent reso! 
adjournment, on a resolution looking to the consideration of the ques- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A report of a committee | 
tion of adjournment, even I believe down toa question of the very hour | €2Cce 18 a privileged question. 
of adjournment, this speech is injected in this body. It goes into our Mr. EDMUNDS. Dol understand the Senator from } 
REcoRD; it goes into this campaign as a bloody-shirt campaign docu- | Object to the adjournment resolution? 
ment, with the privilege of the public frank upon it, carried free The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from M 
through the mails of the United States, for purposes which, so far as I | Object to the pending resolution as to adjournment? eure 
am concerned, are to agitate sectional sentiment and feeling, and which, Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the report I make be considsre‘! 
so far as I am concerned further, is a thing of the dead past, to remain The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is in order under! 
so forever. press terms of the rule. 

I confess that Ido not understand it. I confess that I do not see how The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 
the Senate and this country can understand the conditions or the pur- | | ‘The committee on conference on the disagreeing votes of the two llouw- 
poses for which this sort of discussion without opportunity on this'side | he “mendments of the Senate to the House concurrent resolution! | 


. “a + the report of the Director of the Mint on the production of the pr s 
of the Senate or anywhere to reply should be precipitated on an issue | in the United States, having met, after full and free conference have a2" 
which invites the Senate to discuss a question involving a resolution | recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol!ow- 

for adjournment... That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen's 


Mr. HOAR. I gave public notice in my seat here two or three days ate numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same. 


spe 
ae 


af 


affirmance of a single outrage such as he describes in these eloquent Mr. CULLOM. May I inguire on which resolution? 
passages inflicted on a single American citizen of white blood in Mexico The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Delaware js ;¢,,,, 
a Ge or on 2 fisherman in a Canadian port this Congress would not adjourn | nized as entitled to the floor. ¢ 
Be until it had put the national defenses in order for war. Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not intend to occupy much of +! 
7: I will not put this measure as a measure of redress for an injury. I | the Senate. 
ine put it now on the ground that it is demanded to remove from a large Mr. CULLOM. I desire, by consent of the Senator from DP 
, § number of people in this country a belief which is injurions alike to | to make an inquiry whether it is the resolution of the Senat 
: their affection for their country and to their happiness and contentment | Massachusetts or the resolution of adjournment that is before the », 
as American citizens. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution providing for 
o © Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, I ask the Secretary to read the reso- | adjournment. 
; 2 lution to which the Senator from Massachusetts has addressed his re- Mr. SAULSBURY. On that question I rise. 
; : marks. ; Mr. CULLOM. It may make some difference as to the me 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution with the amendment | discussion. That is all. 
i will be read. Mr. SAULSBURY.. I had hoped, as I supposed every Senator 


seedy oe 
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oo A. P. GORMAN, : 
ago of my determination to bring this bill up. CHARLES F. MANDERSON 
Mr. KENNA. The fact that the Senator gave that notice two or - nance pl s 
three days ago, when we were practically in the same condition we are J a erp. a 
in now, and when we all know this bill can not be considered maturely, JouN MM FARQUH AR 
does not alter the case or the purposes of my remarks, and I am will- R. P. BLAND, 
ing to leave the matter there. Managers on the part of («! 
Mr. SAULsBURY, Mr. BERRY, and others addressed the Chair. Mr. EDMUNDS. To avoid there being a precedent about t's 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are still in | ness I respectfally submit to the Chair that the resolution ©)" 


order. This matter will be passed over informally. journment is a matter of higher consideration than a con{erence "1°" 
Mr. BERRY. Is the resohution up for consideration? If so, I have The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not under!" | 


a right to debate it. a resolution to provide for the adjournment of the two Houss 0! ‘"" 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware rise | gress has any preference over any other bill or resolution, 2"! (°! 
to address himself to this resolution? expressly gives to reports of committees of conference pre redence Wee 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. ever presented. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware was No action is necessary on the report of the committee of con" 
recognized. Several Senators rose, as the Chair supposed, to morning | the Chair thinks. 


business. z : Mr. GORMAN. Am I to understand that the conference report 
Mr. GORMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. This resolution | agreed to? 








1886. 


__ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No action is necessary, the House 
having receded from its disagreement; the resolution is passed. 





ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution of the House 
of Representatives providing for final adjournment. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] has referred to occurrences in the State of Louisiana, | 
desire very briefly to state that he has not referred to a single occur- 
rence in that State which has not been the subject of investigation, of 
discussion, and of decision. I do not propose at this time to be enticed 
into any discussion of such stale subjects. At the proper time and on 
any proper occasion I hope that I shall find myself prepared both by the 
facts and the truth to defend the white people of the State of Louisiana 
against any such accusations as have been made. 

Since 1876, which was the year when the Democratic State govern- 
ment was inangurated, I can not recall a single occurrence represent- 
ing any condition of things in Louisiana that does not exist in the State 
of Massachusetts itself, which should require the attention of this body 
orof any national tribunal. There have prevailed peace and quiet and 
contentment among all the people of the State of Louisiana, irrespect- 
ive of race or class or conditions, and the Senator from Massachusetts 
knows as well as I do, and it is known by every one in this country, 
that whatever disturbances and conflicts prevailed in Louisiana previ- 
ous to that period were on account of the collisions of two races which 
were inhabiting the same territory and among whom was thrown the 
prize of political supremacy and political domination, and whatever 
happened in the State of Louisiana would have happened in any other 
State, even in the State of Massachusetts or any other Northern or 
Western State. 

It was never for the interest of the white people of Louisiana to have 
any conflict or any disturbance with the colored race. All their in- 
terests, everything that they possess, everything that they can desire 
is involved in the question of peace and fraternity between those two 
races, and I must express my surprise that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, knowing him to be familiar with the political history of Loui- 
siana, he having served upon committees of investigation, should at 
this late period, without any provocation whatsoever, endeavor to revive 
those unpleasant reminiscences. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator inform me why, then, he objects to 
having these matters judicially ascertained by the courts? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Because that involves an entirely different question. 
I do not consider that such a bill is constitutional, or that a United 
States judge has any snch duty to perform, which is strictly political 
and not judicial. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator claim that the question whether a 
homicide is committed or a serious attack on life or property is com- 
mitted is a political and not a judicial question ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Where the court has jurisdiction to try and convict, 
that is an entirely different proposition from a mere question of in- 
quiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe act be done for political motives or to suppress 
the constitutional rights guaranteed by the Constitution, does the Sen- 
ator deny that the courts of the United States have a right to inquire ? 
. Mr. EUSTIS. The Federal courts have no such jurisdiction in a 
State. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to give them jurisdiction. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I say one of the objects of this inquiry would be to 
accomplish a political purpose. 

Mr.GIBSON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if this bill does 
not impose on the judge not only a duty to inquire but to report to 
Congress ? 

Mr. HOAR. To report the facts. It imposes on the judicial branch 
of the Government the right to inquire whether an offense has been 
committed against the constitutional rights secured by the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I do not rise at this time for the pur- 
pose of diseussing the bill introduced by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and which he has discussed to some extent on this adjournment 
tesolution. My friends on this side of the Chamber, notwithstanding 

provocation which has been given by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts so unexpectedly, think that this is not the time when this bill 
should be discussed in all its bearings. I am unwilling, however, that 
the statements made ty Mr. Douglass and read by the Senator from 
Massachusetts should ;r0 out to the world as true as applying to the 
whole South, without euitering my denial on this occasion so faras they 
apply to the State which I represent. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question ia reference to that ? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says this has been precipitated upon the 

tors on his side unexpectedly. I desire to ask that Senator if sev- 
eral days ago, two or three days ago, he did not himself call upon me, 
or send a to me to inquire if I intended to bring up this bill, 
and say that, if I did, there were some twelve or fourteen speeches all 
ready on the other side of the Chamber to be made on it. I received 
such a message, 
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Mr. BERRY. Iwill say to the Senator that I stated to his colleague 
(Mr. DAwEs] that I hoped the bill would not be pressed at this ses- 
sion, because a number of gentlemen desired to disenss it, and we had 
not time to doso. I stated that, having heerd he was going to present 
it, but being informed that it was the unive it on that side 
of the Chamber that it ought not to come up, I supposed their good 
judgment would prevail, and that the Se: i not bring it up. 
I simply, however, intended to say th 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senat 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. 


7 
rsai sentim 
itor wou 


or pardon me one \ 


Does the Senator say my colleague told h t that 
was the universal sentiment on this side of the Chamber 
Mr. BERRY. No, sir; I made no such statement. 
Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to know where that information came 


from. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator charges me with words that I did not 
use. I did not say what his colle iwwue had said one way or the other 
I said that my information was that it was in opposition to ala 


‘ re num- 
ber of Senators on that side of the Chamber. 
Mr. DAWES. The Senator will say in justice to my colleague and 
myself that I did not state that. 
Mr. BERRY. I stated that the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAWEs], for whom I have the highest regard, made no statement 


about it one way or the other. 

I intended to say, if I had not been interrupted, that I have been 
intimately associated with the public affairs in my own State for a 
period now almost continuously of twenty years. I wish to state that 
since 1874, when a war broke out between two Republican factions in 
the State of Arkansas, no one has been killed on account of politics; 
that while I have been four years in the General Assembly, four years 
judge of the circuit court, and two years governor of the State, and 
thereby had every opportunity to know, I do not know since 1874 of a 
single, a solitary instance where a colored man has been killed on ac- 
count of politics in my State. I state that since the Democrats came 
into power in 1874 peace and order and good government have pre- 
vailed. I state that the people there, the leading citizens of that State, 
are earnestly seeking to bring about the best feeling between the white 
and colored people. Last year we paid out over $700,000 in school 
money, of which the colored people received a due and just and fair 
proportion. We are earnestly trying to settle the questions of labor 
there, and the questions between labor and capital, to secure every 
colored man, as well as every white man, the right to vote, the right 
to sit upon a jury, the right to sue in the courts, and every right that 
is guaranteed to any man in the State of Massachusetts or elsewhere. 
I say the fact is that peace and order prevail; and I regret the more 
that the Senator from Massachusetts is willing at this time to precipi- 
tate a matter here which may disturb the kindly relations which exist 
between these people. 

It seems to me that it matters nothing to him that he is outside of 
the Constitution of hiscountry; it matters nothing to him that he max 
embarrass those who are earnestly seeking to elevate the colored man 
to educate him, and to teach him to be a good citizen, to secure to him 
equal rights in all respects to every other citizen before the law; it mat- 
ters nothing to him that he may bring about and arouse the worst pas- 
sions that may exist between the two races in that section of the country. 
I earnestly insist that this ought not to be done at this time without ful! 
opportunity to be heard. 

I simply rose for the purpose of uttering this denial. I hope that 
the matter will rest where it is. But I want the people of this coun- 
try to understand that the statements made in the document read are 
not true; that it is not true that colored men are killed and murdered 
by midnight raiders. Such a thing has never been charged for a period 
now of more than ten years, and is not true, at least in the State from 
which I come. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the questions raised by the bill which 
has been read and discussed by the Senator from Massachusetts and re- 
ported by the Judiciary Committee I consider of very great importance 
tothe American people. Ido not know of any more importantin al) my 
legislative experience, or any questions which more deserve the careful, 
the calm, and the dispassionate consideration of statesmen and of people 
than the questions raised by this bill. 

I have been aware for some weeks that it was the purpose of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts at some time or other to press the consideration 
of the bill. Having that notice I have considered as carefully, as in- 
telligently as I could the various questions which it raises. [I am now 
prepared, if it be the wish of the Senate to consider this bill in an or- 
derly manner, with proper time and proper care for its full discussion 
and deliberation, to discharge in my humble way my part of the duties 
which will devolve on me in that discussion. I do not wish upon a 
mere resolution to adjourn to enter upon the discussion of these ques- 
tions. 

The Senator from Massachusetts belongs to the majority of this body. 
That majority can control the business of this body. If it be the wish 
of that majority to take up this bill fer consideration, I am content 
and I am ready for its consideration. I should like to know now 
whether it be the wish and the intention of the majority of this body 
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to accede to the wishes of the Senator from Massachusetts to call up this 
bill for consideration. If it be, and it is called up, I make no com- 
plaint of the lateness of the session, provided that no hour, no day 
shall be fixed for adjournment until this discussion is over. 

I do not wish to be understood at this late hour as challenging a dis- 
cussion of this measure. I do not challenge it. I simply desire to be 
understood as saying that if it be the wish of the majority to consider 
this bill lam content, but I do not wish to discuss it under the press- 
ure of an hour fixed for adjournment. There are very grave constitu- 
tional questions in my opinion involved in the bill; there are constitu- 
tional objections to it which extend not only to the end and the aim of 
the bill, but which extend with very great force to the instrumentali- 
ties by which this proposed investigation is to be had. I desire tocon- 
sider both of these questions calmly and coolly, and I desire to con- 
tribute what little may be in my power to enable the American Senate 
to settle these great questions in accordance with the Constitution which 
we have sworn to support. 

There is another question, Mr. President, raised by this bill which I 
think demands at some time or other the careful consideration not only 
of the American Senate but of the American people, a question which 
grows out of the very extraordinary condition in which the Southern 
States find themselves by what the Senator from Vermont on a former 
occasion denominated the want of homogeneity in our population. I 
do not want this discussion opened or considered in a partisan spirit. 
These interests are too grave, they are too important, they too much 
concern the welfare of both races in the State in which I live to be dis- 
cussed in a partisan or sectional spirit. 

Having said this much, I think I may with propriety ask that the 
Senate may determine now whether it will consider this bill or not. If 
it be the purpose of the Senate to consider it, Iam prepared. If it be 
the purpose of the Senate to not consider it, to postpone it until the 
next session, I am content with that. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, before this matter is laid aside I de- 
sire to add a word after the statement of the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BERRY }, who has stated truthfully, I believe precisely, the conference 
between himself and myself upon this matter. It is possible, however, 
that the impression may be left, if I remain silent, that the bringing of 
this matter before the Senate by my colleague has been without my ap- 
probation. My colleague communicated to me some time since his in- 
tention to bring this matter before the Senate before adjournment, and 
although it is of no consequence to him, yet it is to me that I say that 
that proposition of his met with my approval; and when the Senator 
from Arkansas sent to my colleague through me the message, I had 
heard from no quarter on the side of the majority of the Senate any 
disapprobation of the matter that has been brought before the Senate 
by my colleague. I took the message to my colleague from the Senator 
from Arkansas precisely as it was delivered to me, and returned to him 
such answer as was given me by my colleague. 

I wish to say, however, that my colleague truly represents the feel- 
ing in the State of Massachusetts on this question. The painful thing 
about it is in the minds of the people of Massachusetts that those where 
these occurrences have recently taken place are indifferent. Terrible 
massacres have occurred from some cause or other in some of the South- 
ern States, and so far as I know in this body or the other branch and 
in the States themselves there has been manifested such an indifference 
to them as that the people of Massachusetts infer from this absolute 
gilence and from the absence of any effort to seek out the cause or the 
proper remedy that there is necessity for some action to secure the rights 
of citizens. To the people of Massachusetts it isa matter of serious con- 
cern when they consider that the life and liberty of one citizen of the 
United States, wherever he may reside, are just as dear to them, and 
his safety is of as much importance to them, as are the life and liberty 
and safety of those citizens of the United States who dwell within her 
own borders. 

It may be that such a proposition as my colleague has submitted is 
not the best remedy. The trouble among these people is that no at- 
tempt at a remedy finds the slightest response where there ought to 
be the greatest interest and the greatest assiduity in seeking out the 
proper remedy. My colleague can justify himself without my help 
for bringing the matter up at this time. I have said thus much lest 
what has passed between the Senator from Arkansas and myself might 
be interpreted here or elsewhere as if I felt an indifference to the trans- 
actions out of which this measure has grown—a feeling I do not pos- 
sess, I am in entire sympathy with an earnest and honest and calm 
effort of some kind to try to make the life and liberty and political 
rights of every citizen of the United States, wherever he may live, to 
be more secure than they are now. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I must express my surprise and re- 
gret that a gentleman of the learning and accomplishments of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] should, at this hour, bring into 
the Senate a subject calculated to create sectional debate. I have 
served for many years in Congress with that distinguished Senator, and 
I had cherished the hope that his patriotism, extending beyond the 
Commonwealth he represents, might gradually widen until it embraced 
the whole country from one end of it to the other. 

The speech of the Senator from Massachusetts comes tous like an ice- 
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berg from an arctic region into an atmosphere of genial warmth and 
sunshine, pervading not only this Senate Chamber but every part of our 
common country. It has drifted from its moorings and is out of season 
and out of place, and can not survive the patriotic warmth of this ¢ poch 
of unity and concord and friendship, but will melt and fade out of sighs. 

Edmund Burke declared that ‘‘ to restore order and repose to an em- 
pire so great and so distracted as ours is merely in the attempt an up- 
dertaking that would ennoble the flight of the highest genius and o}. 
tain pardon for the efforts of the meanest understanding.’’ He declared 
with all his genius and learning he found it impossible to frame an jy. 
dictment against a whole people. The Senator from Massachusetts re. 
jects the example and the advice of this one of the most gifted states. 
men who ever spoke the English tongue, and brings in here at the 
very end of the session a bill the effect of which is to frame an indj¢- 
ment against the entire population from the Potomac to the Rio Grande. 

But, Mr. President, I will not enter into the discussion of this mat- 
ter, for Ido not believe it is brought into the Senate for any serious pur- 
pose; but I should feel that I was derelict in my duty to the people who 
have honored me with aseat on this floor if I did not bear testimony ty 
the peace, to the repose, to the good order that exists in the Common. 
wealth of Louisiana. 

I have been familiar with the people of that State since the year of 
my birth. I have been identified with them in every form and phase 
of their fortunes. _ I was identified with the old society that existed jn 
Louisiana during my boyhood. I was associated with her sons in the 
darkest hours of the struggle during the civil war. I have been hon- 
ored by the good people of my State beyond my deserts. I have tray- 
eled through the State from one end of it to the other recently, and | 
must bear testimony here to the perfect quiet and concord which ex- 
ists between the white and the colored people, and to the earnest desir 
of the white people to educate and elevate the colored people to the 
extent of their ability. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts who sits on my right [Mr 
DAWES] has referred to massacres in the Southern States. Sir, I knoy 
of none such. I know there have been disorders in American society 
in the last twelve months. I know that occurrences have taken place 
in certain parts of the country that have cast their shadows over tlie 
American Capitol and awakened the deepest concern in the minis of 
Senators with respect to the peace and to the permanency of existing 
relations between our people in different parts of the country. I know 
that in Chicago the peace of society was stirred to its lowest depths and 
that throughout the whole section in which that city is located we have 
heard the murmurings of discontent threatening not the rectification 
of any particular wrongs in respect of any particular person or matter, 
but affecting the entire framework of society itself, the very founda- 
tion upon which titles to property rest, the very guarantees and sal- 
guards which it has taken two hundred years of statesmansbip to erect 
in order to protect life and property and liberty. 

And yet in the presence of these disorders that are so grave, that 
menace the very elements that constitute civil society, we are asked to 
turn away from them, as unworthy of our solicitude or concern. We 
are asked to turn our attention to the South—and when we look out 
upon the section stretching from the Potomac to the Rio Grande we see 
peace, quiet, not a ripple upon the surface, God blessing the people 
with abundant crops, relations between capital and labor undisturbed, 
not a strike, not a tumult, not a disorder, the law is executed, lile and 
property protected; and yet we are told by the veteran Senator from 
Massachusetts that these conditions do not represent health but disea~, 
do not represent civil concord, buton the contrary are evidenceso! civ 
death and the denial of political rights! 

Sir, if this be so, by what human standard are we to judge of the cou 
ditions of society in any part of the world? Where are the petitions 
coming into this body from any portion of the Southern people asking 
for examination, for investigation, for inquiry? Point to one that hiss 
been introduced here during this session. Where have there been any 
conventions or meetings in the Southern States demanding that the Fed- 
eral Government should invest its judges with the ordinary powers © 
inquest into the political relations that exist between the races in Sout 
ern society? oe 

But, sir, I will not betray myself into a further discussion of this 
bill. I express my deep regret that the learning and accomplishmeus 
of the Senator from Massachusetts should be dedicated to a purpo 
like this when that ampler field, the relations between capital and 
labor, the reform of our land laws, of our currency and of our revenue 
system—all the great questions that to-day tax American states” 
ship—invite him to put forth his very best exertions; a more fruitful 
field never awaited the coming of an able and fearless statesm:n. let 
him turn to these questions and trust the South. Those principles“ 
home rule and that sense of self- and responsibility which al a 
all afford the only safeguards for free institutions will insure the |"! 
right of all persons there. We are all devoted to liberty and wil! pr 
serve allits muniment. We ought to know their value, for they ¥ 
our inheritance from men you are proud to call your countryme?. . 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think the excited utterances 0 1" 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] and the Senator from » : ; 
Virginia [Mr. Kenna] have been pretty well disposed of by the st” 
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ments made upon the Democratic side of the House. They charge that | 
] have brought in here unexpectedly, out of time, in the dying hours 
of the session, @ bill which they speak of, some of them, as an indict- 
ment against a whole people, involving sectional strife. 

Why, Mr. President, just look at the history of this thing. On the | 
19th of April, 1886, now four months ago or thereabouts, the law com- | 
mittee of this body directed me to introduce a bill—I violate no com- | 
mittee secret when I say that, of course, the emocratic minority, the | 
four able gentlemen who represent the Democracy, on that committee 
knew all about the bill, knew its contents, its purpose, its scope, and 
its effect. : 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 

stion ? 

= HOAR. No, I wish to proceed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I would like him to answer just this, 
whether the law committee of the Senate—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts de- 
clines to yield. ; 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will ask the Senator after a while by in- 
quiry whether the law committee of this Senate directed him to make 
an indictment against all the Southern States for committing lynch 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 


law — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I will now proceed. 

Mr. President, the bill was introduced by direction of the law com- 
mittee of this body with the knowledge of every man on it on the 19th 


of April, 1886, in its present form without the dotting of an ‘‘i’’ or | 


the crossing of a ‘‘t.”’ 

Next, the Republican majority of this committee heid a meeting to 
determine upon the order of business, and by the advice of a commit- 
tee of their number they determined an order of business which they 


> communicated by authority to the other side, so that there is no secret 


as to what they did; and without a dissent so far as I know— if there 
was one I never heard of it—this bill was put down among the princi- 
pal and leading public objects which were to be taken up in their order 
at this session, and that was done more than two months ago. 

Next that official and most important fact was communicated to the 
other side through a similar committee of their number, that the Re- 
pablicans had determined upon a certain order of business in which 
after disposing of five or six other topics they were going to take this 
up. That is the next fact which relates to this bringing it up out of 
order! 

Next it appears that that order of business was proceeded with until 
about four or five days ago every other matter upon it which preceded 
this was disposed of; and if the appropriation bills had not taken the 
place as they always do this would have come up, subject only to the 
constitutional obligation of dealing with the Presidential vetoes. 

So then it is in its place where it has been put by a majority of the 
Senate and a place notice of which was given in the most formal man- 
ner to the Democratic side of the body. 

The appropriation bills have taken up the time for the last two or 
three weeks. The thirteen great appropriation bills and the river and 
harbor bill have at last got out of the way, and the time has come 
when this matter comes up in its order with greater formality of action 
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Mr. GEORGE. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course it is; and I suppose I am violating no con- 
fidence or propriety when I say that the Senator from Mississippi, being 
about to depart from the Senate in search of health a few days ago, 
asked me if I would permit it to rest until he came back, because he 


| Was prepared to speak upon it and wished to be here when it came up; 


and I told him that although I did not think it would be reached be- 
fore Monday of this week (which was the time when he expected to 
return), such was my sense of the importance of the measure that I 
could not consent not to take it up if I saw a chance, but that I did not 
believe if it was taken up it would be concluded before his return, and 
| I would see that it was not so concluded before his return. 

Mr. GEORGE. That statement is entirely correct. Now, all I want 
| is this: I want an order of the Senate to take up the bill, if that is the 
| sense of the Senate, and let us consider it in an orderly way. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware and the Senator from West 
Virginia, if they have heard these statements confirmed by gentlemen 
on the other side of the Chamber, will as gentlemen, as they are, take 
back what they said. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator refers to me and will give me the op- 
portunity at this moment, I will state that so “ar as the declaration of 
his purpose to have this bill considered is concerned, I have no issue 
with him whatever, but frankly Ido not see, and I can not see, no 
matter what his purpose may have been, that the history as stated by 
him of this subject and of his connection with it furnishes either the 
cause or the pretext for the speech which has been precipitated upon 
this body to-day, when he knows as well as every one must know that 
the bill would not and could not be considered. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam coming to that next. 

Mr. MAXEY. Before the Senator goes to that I should like to have 
one thing explained. The Senator has stated that this bill has been 
before the Senate by report for about two months. 

Mr. HOAR. Nearly four. 

Mr. MAXEY. And passed through the Republican caucus as one 
of its pet bills. 

Mr. HOAR. 





I did not say any such thing. 

Mr. MAXEY. Substantially that. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say the Republican caucus had passed the 
bill, or say this was a pet bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. It was placed on the basis of bills to be considered ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. MAXEY. That being the case, and it having been there for 
two months, I ask why it is that it has not been called up when the 
Republicans have the majority and have the absolute power to call up 
any bill they see proper at any time? Why has it not been cailed up 
and placed before the Senate in ample time to give Demccratic mem- 
bers full opportunity of discussing it? 

Mr. HOAR. I have answered that once and I will cheerfully answer 
it again. An order of business was agreed on. It was made known to 
the other side, and the bills which preceded this in that order of busi- 
ness and the appropriation bills have taken up the time up to this day. 
That being the case, and I having done everything that in reason and 
decency I could by public notice, by private notice, by securing the ap- 
probation of the committee of the Republican caucus, by securing the 
caucus itself, at last it turns out that there comes into the Senate a reso- 


by the Senate than any other subject, with the exception perhaps of | lution for adjournment leaving this matter on the edge, and I rise, as is 


half a dozen that have come up here. Then I gave notice three or four 
days ago in my seat in the Senate that I proposed to demand a hearing 
by this body on the first practicable opportunity. I gave that notice 
to the whole Senate. ‘There is the next fact. In addition to that, as 
the Senator from Arkansas has himself honorably stated, a message 
came to me through my colleague wishing to know whether it was my 
purpose to take up this bill, with the information that the other side 
of the Chamber had twelve or fourteen speeches ready to make upon it. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator will excuse me. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The statement that I made was this: That I hoped 
the Senator would not press this bili at this session, because if the 
Senator did I thought it would bring ten or fifteen speeches from our 
tide and would delay the adjournment for a great many days. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; take it in that form. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not say any speech was prepared. 

Mr. HOAR. Take itthatway. In the next place, as the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGz] most candidly and frankly 
stated when the question was raised on his side of the Chamber, he 
being a member of the Judiciary Committee, that he has been aware 


for weeks of my unalterable determination to bring this matter before 
the Senate. 


none GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him right 
thing HOAR. Certainly. I wish to be corrected if I misstate any- 
I Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; I do not wish to make any correction, but 
eae whether it is the purpose of the Senator now to ask the Sen- 


take this up in an orderly way ? 
Mr. HOAR. Geant * 











my duty, to say at the first moment that that resolution comes in that 
we ought* not to adjourn without completing the consideration of this 
bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow mea moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not join the complaint made of the Senator’s 
conduct in this matter, but right there I believe I have a right to ob- 
ject that the Senator in protesting against the adjournment of the Sen- 
ate and speaking to that resolution injected a rather objectionable 
speech without an opportunity ofreply. That is the point I object to. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam glad I have got your approbation, as I am quite 
sure I ought te have so far, and now I am coming to that point. 

Mr. President, before I come to that immediate point, however, let 
me say what I was about tosay. What is there in the nature of this 
bill that is an indictment against a whole people, that is going to stir 
up sectional strife? The bill simply says that if three citizens of the 
United States, inhabitants of any judicial district, shall under oath de- 
clare to a court that there has been a homicide or other serious offense 
against life or property by reason of the fact that the person killed or 

| injured held certain political opinions or was of a certain race, by reason 
of the race or politics, thereupon the judge should do what is done in 
the case of every fire inquest and every coroner’s inquest throughout 
the land, inquire into the facts, report them to the Attorney-General 
and to Congress, so that if the existing law furnishes a remedy the At- 
torney-General may set it in motion, and if the existing law is defect- 
ive Congress may remedy it. 

What is there on earth that should require gentlemen to plead that 
that bill is an indictment against a whole people? It includes the 
North as well as the South. It defends the Chinaman as well as the 
negro. It defends the Democrat in Vermont, where I suppose Dem- 
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ocrats are not a fifth of the voters—I do not know exactly what the pro- 
portion is—as much as the Republican in Louisiang. There is not a 
mention in the bill of which race is likely to be attacked by any other. 
There is not a mention in the bill of which party is likely to be attacked 
by any other; but it substitutes, and its purpose is to substitute, for the 
heated, angry political complaint the cool, dispassionate, non-partisan 
judicial finding of the court. That is all which excites my brethren on 
the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr.GEORGE. It is very true that the bill on its face appears to be 
non-sectional and non-partisan, but there was a preamble to the bill, 
not printed with it but contained in the speech made by the Senator 
fr’ m Massachusetts when he introduced it, which defined its character. 

Mr. HOAR. That is precisely what I was going to deal with next, 
as I had assured my honorable friend I would before I sat down. So 
far I think I shall have the assent of all candid minds on both sides of 
this Chamber that the bill was not precipitated, that I was not rash or 
hasty, that it was not out of its place, but that my duty to the measure 
required me to give this notice. 

When I gave the notice I stated the reasons which seemed to me to 
make the bill important to be dealt with at once. I stated that there 
were rumors that the General of the Army had made a statement against 
one State. Is there any doubt about that? In former times—— 

Mr. GIBSON. Over twenty years ago. 

» Mr. HOAR, I dare say. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Has itever been verified ? 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is abundantly and amply verified. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I think not. 

Mr. HOAR. But I am not going into that. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The matter was investigated. 

Mr. HOAR. You can not find a respectable white Republican in the 
State of Louisiana, in my opinion—whether right or wrong, I do not 
know; I never met one—who will admit that they have a fair and hon- 
est opportunity to cast the vote and to carry that State by a majority 
and vote as they see fit. Iam not charging Louisiana. Do not get up 
now and say that I have made a charge against your State. I say that 
those reports come to me when I talk with men. I say that the lead- 
ing Democratic paper in South Carolina, the Charleston News and 
Courier, again and again, down to this very year, has made certain alle- 
gations about the condition of things in that State. Iam not saying 
now whether they are true or false. 

Mr. Eustis rose. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me make my point, and then I will yield to the 
Senator. I say that Frederick Douglass, the leading, candid, and hon- 
ored representative of the colored race, has made these statements as 
to his belief of the condition of his people. I do not say whether they 
are true or false. I say that in the Stateof Mississippi, which my friend 
represents who has just interrupted me, there came a rumor, and it was 
stated throughout the press of the whole country, that an attack was 
made on certain men, all of one race, by certain men, all of another race; 
and those statements are verified by the affirmations of respectable Dem- 
ocratic papers in Mississippi itself among others. 

I say it is affirmed that within three weeks an attack was made on 
certain colored laborers there, forbidding them to labor, by certain white 
laborers. 

Mr. President, Iam not here making these things as charges. I 
am here saying that the existence of such a belief, whetifer in the 
press or in the minds of representative men throughout this country 
warrants inquiry, and that such a belief in regard to one American citi- 
zen in Mexico or Canada, if it were not removed, would produce war. 
Iam here simply saying that while that belief exists we had better 
substitute the judicial inquiry for the political inquiry. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. That is my point. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator from Massachusetts does not seem to 
commit himself as to whether he believes such a state of things to ex- 
ist, but he quotes the testimony of witnesses. Among other things he 
said that there was not a respectable white Republican in the State of 
Louisiana who did not state that the elections in Louisiana were unfair. 

Mr. HOAR. No;I did not. I said I did not believe there was. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I dislike to correct or to challenge the testimony of 
Repubiican witnesses, but I will make the statement that at the elec- 
tion in 1884, as regards the election of President of the United States 
and Representatives in Congress, the election in the State of Louisiana 
was as fair as in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope it was. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I know it was. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope it was. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Therefore I am surprised that the Senator has insin- 
uated otherwise. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senators on the other side of the Chamber are very 
hard to please. First they criticise me for making a charge, and when 
I point out to them I did not make it, but merely said this belief was 
entertained, then they criticise me for not making the charge and say 
I2m merely quoting the language of witnesses. 


What is it that is prodycing the anger of the State of Texas 
Mexico to-day and the demand for the forcible interference of +) 
ministration, and war if need be? It is an affront toone or two A 
ican citizens, and it warrants, if the reports be true, the feeling , 
dignation and excitement which prevails in that community and y 
should prevail throughout the entire United States. Is an |, 
citizen to be safer in Mexico than in Carrolltonor Copiah ? |; 
justify inquiry in the one case, do they not justify and demand | 
alike in the other? Is the Mexican flag to give more safet) 
American citizen than the Stars and Stripes ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts pe: 
interrupt him ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the State of Texas should be so excited ahoy: 
wrong done to an American citizen in Mexico—perhaps not a citize 
Texas—can we not presume that the State of Texas would beco; 
equally indignant at a wrong done within her own jurisdiction agains: 
one of her own citizens entitled to her protection? Would it not 
urally follow that Texas would take more interest in affording a 1 
for a wrong done within her own household against one of the m. 
of her own political family than on account of any wrongs inflicted 
a citizen of the United States in a foreign country ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe wrong be to an American because of his 
can citizenship in Mexico it is the national duty to redress jt 
that of the State of Texas. 

Mr. GIBSON. The State of Texas is manifesting, the Sena 
its indignation at a wrong done against an American citize: 

Mr. HOAR. Supposesheis. If the offense be committ 
an American citizen in regard to those political or personal rig 
belong to his American citizenship at home, it is equally th 
the American Government to afford the redress, and here is t}) 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will pe: 

I suggest that primarily it is the duty of the State of Te 

her citizens within her own jurisdiction, and if a wron 

a citizen in Texas, no matter what may be the characte: Wr 
whether in respect to the rights guaranteed to him by the Constitu: 
of the United States or by the constitution of the State o: as 
ertheless it is the duty, and I have no doubt it will be the will, « 
people of Texas, of the government of the State of Texas 

of her citizens in respect of either of these classes of might 

ample and just remedy. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, the Senator put me a question. [| wil! put 
one. Does the Senator from Louisiana himself believe tha 
not communities in this country where if a Republican was s! 

Print Matthews was because of his Republicanism or a negro outs: 
because he wanted to vote, that they would find grand juries to 
or petit juries to convict? Will the Senator, who everyboi 

be a man of honor, say that there are not communities to who: 
tion would be denied, and has been denied in the past ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Iwill answer the Senator from Massachius 
lieve (hat there is not a community in the United States 1: 
any citizen were denied his right to vote or any other right to which 
he was entitled under the laws of the State in which he resided, that 
this or any other wrong would not be righted. In other words, | 
lieve that American citizens are as secure in their rights in tle 
ern States as in the Northern States. I will admit that sons 
excitement growing out of neighborhood difficulties or of pol! 
might happen that in any part of the United States \ 
done against particular individuals without their bein 
that promptness which the Senator would desire and which 
desire, but these are exeeptional cases. 

Mr. HOAR. Well, Mr. President, ‘‘I have not found so grea 
no, not in Israel;’’ but if the Senator be right, and I ad 
tunities of examination and of ascertaining the facts, then‘ 
this is a most harmless bill; it will not increase either the | 
expense of the judiciary of the United States. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ifthe Senator from Massachusetts wil! | 
place a man on inquiry, ‘to assume that there is somet! 
the character of a citizen which should justify his fellow- 
neighbors or friends in instituting an inquiry into his chi 
life, creates of itself a suspicion that there is reasonab!e gro! 
lieve that he has done wrong; and to frame a bil! to put | 
munities under inquiry and investigation in respect of t!\ 
the manner in which they enforce their laws—— 

Mr. HOAR. How does this bill do it? 

Mr. GIBSON. It authorizes the district judges—— ae 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator mistakes the character of th: |) 

Mr. GIBSON. It authorizes the district judges to mak: 
into all these proceedings and to report them to Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill provides—— 

Mr. GIBSON. IftheSenator from Massachusetts wil! pers! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator trom ° 
setts yield? 

Mr. HOAR. Ceriainly. . 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to to" 
ciple in human nature which will always impel certain men 8°" 
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munities when they receive invitations from a powerful political or- 
ganization to account for the shortcomings of that organization in that 
political community. : 

It is an invitation which many men construe, without a very grave 
sense of responsibility, to pick up the current rumors which are circulated 
in the community, the neighborhood scandals, to become scavengers in 
the community, to weld them together and present them asthey would 
grave charges against respectable citizens of thecommunity. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will remember the effect which the Lion’s 
Mouth at Venice had upon that community during the reign of the 
oligarchy. . ; 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I can not yield further. 

Mr. GIBSON. It was a perpetual and standing invitation to every 
man to become a witness against his neighbor. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not yield. 

Mr. GIBSON. And this, in my opinion—— 

Mr. HOAR. I do not yield to the Senator for a long speech. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts de- 
clines to yield farther. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not wish to trespass upon the Senate or the 
courtesy of theSenatorfrom Massachusetts. Isupposed he was yielding. 

Mr.HOAR. I yielded fortheSenator’s question and his explanation. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have given it. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator is making a comment on the bill which 
shows that he has not read it. It is the ordinary case which provides 
everywhere for a coroner’s inquest, except this is to be done under the 
direction of the judges of the United States in instances which are under 
the cover of our national constitutional protection; and it simply says 
that when a man is killed or injured seriously in body or estate and 
three citizens petition the court and set forth that that is done on ac- 
count of his race or political opinion, the judge shall ascertain the 
facts. The Senator from Louisiana has not been ignorant that whether 
true or false investigating committees by the hundred almost (one or 
two of which you have been chairman, sir, two of which I have been 
chairman, and one of which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
was chairman, and so on) have reported that such things exist, and 
rumors are in the press, and they are going on now; and how any Sen- 
ator, when itis asked to substitute for the future for this kind of polit- 
ical investigation the calm and quiet of the judiciary, can get up and 
say why you are indicting a whole people, passes my comprehension. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator confesses that it is a political consider- 
ation. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the further con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. ALLISON, 1 think I shall object for a moment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I would have supposed an objection would 
have come just at this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object. I yield to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. I did not know that the Senator wished to make any remarks. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER addressed the Senate. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish toask the Senator from Virginia a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has been recognized. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to the further consideration of the resolution 
at the present time. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion goes over. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res, 201) for printing 
the Report of the Commissioner of Agriculture, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen 
numbered 1, 2,3, and 4, and agree to the same. enn 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JAS. W. REID, 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 
W. H. HATCH, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Objection is made, and the resolu- 


The report was concurred in. 


UNITED STATES MAP. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
quendmente of the Senate to the a resolution (H. Res. 160) to authorize the 
v ere <email the Office to cause 15,000 copies of the map of the 

hited States and tories to be printed, having met, ater full and free con- 
——e have agreed to recommend and dorecommend to their respective Houses 


That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 1, and in lieu . -” 

s oe a, to insert the following: “‘7,500;” and the 
That = meow’ oo Sp Seapeemant ont _* pendnent of the Senate 

Bambeved = = insert ollowing: “2,000;"" and the 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

numbered 3, and agree in lieu thereof to insert the following: ‘*4,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
_ Phat the House agree to the insertion, after the word “ office,” on line 8 ofthe 
joint resolution, of the following: **‘And that 1,000 copies be printed and mounted, 
to be sold under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, at $1.50 each; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from it 


3 disagreem« 


1t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree in lieu thereof to insert the following: ‘10,125; andthe 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the title of the joint resolu- 
tion as amended by the Senate,and agree in lieu thereof to insert the following: 
* Joint resolution to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
cause 7,500 copies of the map of the United States and Territories to be printed;" 


and the Senate agree to the same. 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
Jos. R. HAWLEY, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of Ss 
JAS. W. REID, 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 


P. DUNN 
Managers ont House. 
The report was concurred in. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 


ing enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 201) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Annapolis, Md. ; . 

A bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pension 
of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the service; 

A bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily J. Stannard; 

A bill (H. R. 822) for the relief of William H. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment; 

A bill (H. R. 8585) to provide for the inspection of tobacco, cigars, 
and snuff, and to repeal section 3151 of the Revised Statutes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 87) providing for the printing and distri- 
bution of documents of the monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881 and 
the report of the monetary commission created under the joint resolu- 
tion of August 15, 1876; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for printing report of Commissioner 
of Agriculture. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House of Representatives be requested 
to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereot, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARY J. NOTTAGE—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S, 2005) granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage, a vetoed 
case. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate, and 
the question is, Shall the bill pass, the objection of the 
the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the bill now before the Senate is one 
of the twenty-five private pension acts originating in theSenate which 
have been vetoed by the President of the United States, the veto mes- 
sages having been referred to the Committee on Pensions and returned 
for action by the committee to the Senate. Since then I think two 
more vetoes have been received, which are in possession of the com- 
mittee. The reports of the committee and the views of the minority 
covering the general considerations touching all these vetoes are before 
the Senate. They are in the form of ordinary printed reports, and they 
are also to be found printed at large in the Recorp of last Saturday’s 


President of 


u 
proceedings, the RecorD of August 1, to which Senators can refer if 
they desire. 

I had contemplated in my remarks to the Senate upon this or some 
other case a somewhat extended discussion of these vetoes, the causes 
apparently which have led to this action on the partof the Executive. 
the effect it has had on the country, upon public sentiment, the appar- 
ent effect it has had upon pending legislation, general legislation touch- 
ing the pensions which have been granted and on which it has been 
proposed to give to our soldiery and to their dependent relatives. It 
certainly has had this effect, that general legislation, providing sub- 
stantially for all the grievances which have been alleged by our sol- 
diery, has been arrested in its progress; and in the other branch of Con- 
gress, where apparently these bills were passed to a rapid and to a 
favorable consummation, we now find them locked up as with a clamp 
and an end put to their progress for the present. 

But theapproaching close of the session and my extreme anxiety that 
there shall be action upon some of these cases, in order that the sense 
of the Senate may be tested to see whether it is possible to obtain ac- 
tion such as will override the veto in any of these cases upon their merits, 
will preclude any attempt upon my part at general discussion. I wil! 
only say that so far as I am personally concerned I have taken occasion 
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in such of the reports to which I have alluded and in the preparation 
of which I have been concerned to give my views at length. 

I desire to call immediate and particular attention to the facts in this 
case, and before so doing I wish to state the exact form in which the 
question is presented to theSenate. Itisa bill upon which both branches 
of Congress through their committees have passed favorable judgment, 
and so far as it was possible for them to do so have redressed the griev- 
ance of Mary J. Nottage. The bill then going to the Executive met 
with his veto. The facts in the case are none of them different as they 
come from the Executive from what they were as considered by the 
two Houses of Congress. There is, in other words, nothing new in the 
case. There is nothing new in this case as it is presented to the two 
Houses of Congress, nothing different from what appeared in the case 
as it was considered by the Pension Office itself. So from the begin- 
ning of the consideration of this case, from the time when it was first 
decided in the Pension Office until the present moment, there is no in- 
crease, there is no accumulation, there is no change in the evidence 
itself. 

To the Senate the question presented is this: What ground for achange 
of action is there so that we are at the present time called upon to pass 
a different verdict upon these facts from that which we did when we 
originally passed the bill and sent it to the House for its consideration? 
That is the real question, the only question that is now presented to 
the Senate. As I stated before, there is neither increase nor diminu- 
tion in the evidence itself, and if the Senate now changes its judgment 
it can not be from any other consideration save that the Executive, upon 
the same evidence, upon the same state of facts, has come to a different 
conclusion from that which was reached by the Senate, and which was 
also reached by the other House. 

I may say further that this case came from your committee to the 
Senate with a unanimous report; that this case went through the Sen- 
ate and to the House of Representatives without opposition, with the 
unanimous indorsement of the Senate; that there was no opposition so 
far as I know in the other branch of Congress; that it has had the unan- 
imous approval in committee and in the action of the two branches 
upon the facts as they appear now and as they always have been before 
the Senate. 

That, sir, is the precise issue, and the form in which the question is 
presented to us for consideration, and that form in constitutional lan- 
guage, isstated thus: Shall the bill be passed, the objections of the Pres- 
ident to the contrary notwithstanding? 

To come a little closer to this particular case, it is one in which there 
is no conflicting evidence whatever—not a particle. It is a case where 
there is no question raised of the respectability of the applicant or of 
the deceased husband, and there is no contradiction of the testimony 
of a single witness that isin the case; so that it can not be claimed 
that here is a different finding upon matters of fact by reason of con- 
flictof testimony. Every witness stands unimpeached; every fact that 
is proven at all is proven without contradiction; and thus it is that if 
upon an examination and review of this evidence, every particle of 
which is in print before the Senate, the several propositions which it 
is necessary to maintain in order to establish a claim for a pension are 
established at all, if there is the necessary unimpeached evidence to 
establish these propositions, they must be accepted by the Senate for 
the reason that there is no contradictory testimony whatever. 

As I said before, all the parties in the case are of the highest respecta- 
bility. There is no reason for impeaching a single witness. There is 
no reason whatever, no testimony, no suggestion from any source that 
this is a bogus claim; that there is anything wrong about it; that there 
is any assertion throughout the testimony of any question of fact which 
is to be contradicted, or any witness whose truthfulness, whose up- 
rightness and reliability is in any wise to be impeached. It is that 
character of a case which it is now for the Senate to consider. 

Mary J. Nottage is the widow of Thomas Nottage. Thomas Nottage 
was a soldier of the Third New Hampshire Regiment. He enlisted 
the 3lst day of July, 1861. Hewas mustered inafewdayslater. He 
was in the service nearly fourteen months. Practically he was in the 
service somewhat longer, but he was discharged on the 15th day of Sep- 
tember of the year following the 3ist day of July when he enlisted. 
He was a man of excellent character. He enlisted asa private. He 
rose to the position of a sergeant. 

The first question which would arise in the establishment of the claim 
of the widow to a pension which is derived from the service of her de- 
ceased husband is as to his soundness and fitness for the service at the 
time he was mustered in. Upon that point there is no contradictory 
testimony whatever. In the year 1853 he took the only sickness of 
which there is any account in the evidence or from any source what- 
ever prior to his muster-in. Thenhehadalung fever. He was treated 
by a regular physician, who made him some filteen visits, as I recollect 
the statement of the evidence. He was thoroughly cured; and the same 
physician who was the family physician of his father and of this man 
also for some forty years says thit he was thoroughly recovered, and 
that he was sound and well at the time of his enlistment; and had 
there been anything to the contrary his relations with the family were 
such that he would have known of it. 

In the year 1860, the enlistment being July 31, 1861, he applied for 


life insurance, and he was carefully and fully examined by the offecrs 
of the life insurance company, pronounced a good subject, and insur. 
ance upon his life was effected. The evidence shows this cone] usiy.), 
and fully. - 
In addition to the testimony of the family physician, in addition ;, 
the testimony of the officers of the life insurance company who test; ed 
to the examination and to the insurance just prior to the enlistyyey; 
there is the further fact which by several bills which have passed. first 
the one and then the other branch of Congress, is held to be conclusive 
in the general judgment of Congress—the fact that he was acty,)|y 
mustered in and accepted as fit for the service by the officers of +), 
United States. This 1 think the Senate must accept as conclusive), 
establishing the fact of physical ability to render the service at ¢) 
time of the muster-in. 
As I said before, there is no trace of any evidence further thin [ ha, 
stated bearing upon the physical incapacity or disability of this may 
prior to his muster-in. 


With reference to the service actually rendered by him, as I stated. 
he was mustered in inthesummer of 1861; he rendered about tourteey 
mouths’ service, and was discharged in the month of September, 1 xg 


The evidence shows that during this period of time he pertormed his 
duties as a soldier acceptably. His officers and others have testitieg 
as to his efficiency and high character and to his good desert as a soldie, 
in the Army of the Union. 

The captain of his company, who is now an officer in the regu!ar 
Army, Capt. James F. Ruandlett, a man who by his gallantry, goog 
conduct, and good character while in the volunteer service was atter. 
ward accepted in the regular Army and has been in the regular Army 
ever since, says Nottage was always a good soldier. He states this 
substantially, and he says in his certificate of discharge as fo lows: 


He was born in Quincy, in the State of Massachusetts; is thirty-one years of 
age, 5 feet 10 inches high, dark complexion, black eyes, black hair, and |) 


pation when enlisted a bootmaker, During the last two months said £0 dier 
unas been unfit for duty thirty days. Sergt. Thomas Nottage, jr.. has b: en sick 
much of the time since enlistment with gravel complaint. Although aiwa)s 


willing, his services are ever uncertain. 

The certificate of the physician upon which the discharge is made is 
to this effect: 

I certify that I have carefully examined the said Sergt. Thomas Nottage. jr 
of Captain Rundlett’s company, and find him incapable of performing tie duties 
of a soldier, because of lithier renalis arenosa, which has troubled him sever 
years, and now increasing. He has passed stones several times since inser 
ice, and been under treatment. A few days since two passed as large as sina . 
sized peas, attended with the usual symptoms, 

These extracts from the testimony I read at this time in order that 
the strongest possible presentation may be had to the Senate of what- 
ever testimony there is indicative of any physical unsounduess at the 
time of the muster in. The captain of the company says, as [ hav 
stated, that he had been sick much of the time since enlistment wit 
gravel complaint, and the surgeon of the regiment makes a state: 
with reference to the difficulty under whieh he was then suffering and 
on account of which immediately he was discharged. 

But there is not in the testimony anywhere any trace of the orizin 0! 
this difficulty prior to his entering the service. Here is the grat 
statement by the surgeon of the regiment that the diflicuity had be: 
of several years standing, but there is no evidence of his acjuaintanc 
with the man, and there is no testimony from any other source tat 
any difficulty of this kind existed prior to the service. 

I call the particular attention of the Senate to the point that how: 
ever this may have been, and whether it was the fact or was not thi 
fact, he was discharged by reason of this existing difficulty at the tin 
and that that was not the cause of death. The cause of deathalleged's 
consumption, and that consumption is traced to the service by other 
evidence. The claim of the widow to her pension is based upon te 
death of the husband by reason of consumption, which was the rest! 
of other diseases, other disabilities contracted in the service from witch 
he never recovered. d 

So this testimony, which is all that can possibly be relied upon !m 
any source or which can be drawn from anything that is in the cave 
self, is entirely aside of the mark, and unless it may have contr ste? 
of itself it is not claimed that the ultimate result of consumption 's 
no wise connected with the cause of death which is the basis of the 
for pension. As I have stated before, in the testimony there 's ¥°\ 
ing to show that disease originated prior to the service, but on tie ©" 
trary there is much in the testimony tending to show that it was" 
the result of the service, the gratuitous statement of the acting ws" 
surgeon that it had troubled him for several years not beins in 1" 
in the nature of evidence, for there is nothing to lead to the supp" 
tion that the assistant surgeon had any previous knowledge woate'" 
of the soldier himself. a 

Passing that point and coming to the evidence which bears directly 
upon the origin of the consumption which was the cause o! death, th 
surgeons of the regiment are both dead. It was impossible jor '' 
claimant to produce testimony of a medical character in regard to the 
condition of this man while in the service, en aang aden 
surgeons of the regiment in regimental hospital, a very commo 1 
rence, as every i familiar at all with the service well knows. _ a 
itis not to be charged to this acconnt as showing any improbabil:ty 
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to the facts in this case; and there is no general hospital record of his 
disabilities. As I said before, the medical evidence of the surgeons of 
the regiment it is impossible to produce by reason of their death. 

The practice of the Pension Office and the law of course under these 
cireumstances give us recourse to the testimony of non-professional 
persons, Or non-expert testimony, that is to say the testimony of ordi- 
nary witnesses. I read first a statement by Mr. Copp, who was the 
adjutant of the regiment. He swears that he was the adjutant of the 
Third New Hampshire Volunteers: 


That I was well acquainted with Thomas Nottage, sergeant in Company F of 
said regiment; that I have a distinct recollection of the serious sickness and 
intense suffering of said Nottage during the summer of 1862, while the regi- 
ment was stationed at Hilton Head,S.C., the disease being chiefly from malaria 
and kidney trouble,and resulting in his discharge from the service for disa- 
bility; that I was wellacquainted with said Nottage at the time of enlistment, 
and for some years before,and know he was an able-bodied, healthy man ; 
that I met him frequently since 1864, living most of the time in the same eity, 
and that he was out of health, gradually growing worse to the time of his death. 


He says that he has no interest intheclaim. Another witness I will 
read, Mr. E. P. Emerson, a man of high character and the agent of the 
insurance company who effected theinsurance upon his life. He says: 


I Edward P. Emerson, on oath depose and say that I reside in Nashua, N. H., 
andam the general agent for New Hampshire and Vermont of the New Engiand 
Mutual Life Insurance agony of Boston, Mass., and I have access to the rec- 
ordsof said company, and the foregoing is a correct copy from said records of 
the examination of Thomas Nottage, jr,, for life insurance in said company, 
and said Nottage was insured in said company, and the said Thomas Nottage, jr., 
was well known to me for twenty-five years or more, and was the identical 
Thomas Nottage, jr., who was a sergeant in Company F of the Third Regiment 
New Hampshire Velanteers and who died in said Nashua some time in the 
month of January, 1879, and I have no interest whatever in the claim of his 
widow for a pension; that I have no hesitation in saying said Nottage was 
sound and free from disease at the time of enlistment, and that from and after 
his discharge from the service aforesaid up to the time of his death he was sick 
and ill from ex 
that he finally died in consequence thereof. 


This is the testimony of a witness who had constant knowledge of 
the man before enlistment, after his discharge, and so on up to the time 
of his death. I now read the testimony of two comrades who were 
with him in his company during his service, and who testified in re- 


gard to the origin of the disease and his treatment for disease while in 
the service: 


Personally came before me,a justice of the peace in and for aforesaid county 
and State, Alfred P. Hayden, aged forty-two years,and Norman E, Cobb, aged 
forty-seven years, residents of Nashua, in the county of Hillsborough, State of 
= Hampshire, who, being duly sworn, declare in relation to aforesaid case as 
oOllows: 

That they were members of said company (said Hayden, sergeant, said Cobb, 
private); thatthey well knew said Nottage; that he was in good health, robust 
and strong, and he remained in good health until the summer of 1862; that 
in the summer of 1862, while on Hilton Head Island, doing picket duty, when 
it came his turn to go on duty from Stony Plantation, where the company was, 
to White House Landing, he was unable to go, which was the first we noticed 
of his being sick. He did some light dutyafter. The regimental hospital was 
with us in the Stony Plantation mansion. He was treated in said hospital. 
He had swamp fever, the result of malaria, and before the summer was out suf- 
fered very much from irritation of kidneysand bladder. He grew thin and pale 
and weak, and kept growing worse so that he suffered the most intense pain. 
His countenance became yellow,as though he had the jaundice. It was under- 
stood that he could not live but a short time unless sent away ; so that in the fall 
of 1862 he was discharged on account of his said disability. To our knowledge 
he —_ —. which was attended with much suffering. Thesurgeon of the 
regiment, Moulton, was away North, sick. Assistant Surgeon Eaton attended 
said Nottage, and said B. F. Eaton is, we are informed, dead. We saw but little 
of said Nottage after our return from the Army. 

We farther declare that we have no interest in said case, and are not concerned 
in its prosecution, and are not related to said claimant. 


These two witnesses make oath to what I have read. I again read 
an additional certificate by Captain Rundlett, who enlisted this man, 
observed his service, and was acquainted with him afterward. I read 
what he says under date of July 30, 1884, in a letter to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions; and it will be observed that this is to be treated as 
testimony, he being an officer now in the service and every such state- 
ment being understood to be upon honor and accepted as upon oath: 


Sir: The widow of the late Thomas Nottage, of Nashua, N. H., having applied 
to me for testimony with regard to her husband's service, to be used in support 
of her claim to be placed upon the pension list, I hereby certify that at time of 
enlistment of said Thomas Nottage in the Third Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteers he was well known to me and believed t6 be in sound physical con- 
dition, and known to have passed all the examinations required of him prepar- 
atory to his “ muster into service ” 

He was enrolied in Company F, of the Third New Hampshire Volunteers. I 


was captain of said compuny ; Nottage became a sergeant, and was discharged as 


aoe certificate of disability at Hilton Head, 8S. C., about the 20th of 
r, 5 

iknow by nal knowledge that the said Thomas Nottage was broken down 
with faithful service, and that he was not discharged until it was evident to all 
that it was to save his life. 

I further certify that I met the said Thomas Nottage several times after the war 
Le a ope ey we and a oan him entiation from the effects 

an m to a or the pension I believed him entitled 

to receive from the Government. _ ” 

From the facts known to me, I believe that his death was hastened from ef- 
fects of disease contracted during the war, and that his widow’s claim is entitled 
to all consideration provided for like cases. 


At this point in passing I call attention to this statement of the cap- 
tain of his , Still in the regular service of the country, that he 
saw him several times after his discharge and prior to his death. He 


always found him suffering from these disabilities contracted in the 
XVII——.-494 


ure, hardship, and disease contracted in said service, and 
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service, and advised him to apply for a pension to which he believed 
him to be entitled. 

I call attention to this because it is sometimes urged against éhe claim- 
ant for a pension that those entitled to it have allowed years to elapse 
without application. Itseems to be understeod by some persons of this 
country that it is utterly impossible that there should have been any 
delay to make application for a pension when the part 


Lilt 


y believed himself 
to be entitled to it. But the contrary is the fact, and any one familiar 


inany soldiersand offi- 
cers who have not made application for a pension at all knows that the 
most patriotic motives have, as a rule, been the reason why these ap- 
plications have failed to be made; and it isa pretty hard thing after 
the Government has profited and the people have profited by the with- 
holding of pensions to which men have been entitled during all these 
years, at last when they are obliged to have them or suffer, or where 
their relatives are living in want by reasonof their death, and have come 
forward and claimed a pension, that they should be refused a pension 
for the very reason that they have been dilatory in enforcing their right, 
when that failure or delay has been the result of the same patriotic 
reasons which took them to the war and which led them to risk more 
for their country than those who have nothing to do but simply to as- 
sist in paying the bills. 

I now read the testimony of Jonathan H. Nottage, a brother of the 
deceased soldier: 

I, Jonathan H. Nottage, on oath depose and say that I reside in East Boston, 
Mass., and am employed in the iron works at the United States navy-yard at 
Charlestown, Mass., and have been so employed abouttwo years, and that prior 
thereto I was assistant foreman, baving charge of one room, for eight or nine 
years in said East Boston, of the Atlantic Works, and worked at the Hoosac 
Tunnel and in Nevada, and that I am a brother of Thomas Nottage, jr., late of 
Nashua, N. H., anda sergeant in Company F of the Third Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers, who died January 8, 1879, and whose widow, Mary J. Nottage, 
is an applicant for a widow’s pension. That said Thomas Nottage, jr., incurred 
malarial poisoning in said service, and was discharged in consequence ; that 
when he came home in fall of 1862 he was very emanciated, weak, and ill — 


I call attention to this as the most particular history of the case that 
we have— 
at that time he looked as if he could notlive amonth. He was a shoemaker by 
trade, but during that year did not gain sufficiently to work at his trade. He 
was suffering with remittent fever. In the latter part of 1863 or first of 1864 I 
secured him a place in my room in the Atlantic Works, where no hard work 
was required, he not being obliged to lift a pound, but had charge of a machine 
where judgment and skill were required more than any bodily exertion. 

This was done with a full understanding of his case by the foreman. Here he 
worked with me in my room until about 1871, and during the whole time I fa- 
vored him about his work so that he had no hard manual labor to perform, and 
this was because during the whole of said time he was unfit for any hard man- 
ual labor, and remained so until he died, on accountof his disabilities contracted 
in the service aforesaid ; and after he left East Boston he went to Fitchburg, 
Mass.,and for a few months worked for the Fitchburg Machine Company, at 
work similar to what he had done under me in the Atlantic Works. Following 
that work at East Boston he came to me at the Hoosac Tunnel, where I was 
master mechanic in charge of the machines of the eastern division; here I gave 
him light employment for a year or more, such as he could do, which enabled 
him to live without charity. His mechanical skill stood in place of muscular 
exertion, of which he was incapable. His family had their home at Nashua, N. 
H., where also his mother resides. His work at Fitchburg was of short dura- 
tion, and was after he left the Hoosac Tunnel. From 1873 or thereabouts he 
worked in the repair shop of the Jackson Company about five years as he was 
able, but lost a great deal of time, and finally became unable to work, and, grow- 
ing worse, died January 8, 1879, atsaid Nashua, During the last year he worked 
for the Jackson Company he lost nearly half the time. 

During all the years that he was employed he suffered a great deal, and fre- 
quently kept about his br.siness while he was suffering with remittent fever and 
general debility. He had piles and became very weak and feeble, and had a 
cough ever after he came out of the Army on the slightest exposure tocold. 

I have no interest in said claim of a pecuniary nature,and only as indicated 
by my connection by marriage with the claimant,she being my said brother's 
widow. 


Signed and sworn to by Jonathan H. Nottage. 

There is other testimony to the same effect from witnesses who knew 
him in the various places where he worked as he was able to be em- 
ployed from the time he was discharged until his death, all showing 
his weak and emaciated and feeble condition and his frequently suffer- 
ing from these diseases contracted in the service. The physician who 
attended him at his death certifies: 

That during the years ’73, 4, 5, and 6 he suffered from repeated attacks of 
remittent fever, occasioned by malarial poisoning. Also from irritability of 
bladder with inorganic deposits. 

He had professional care from 1873 to 1879, the time of his death. 

This physician further says: 

That in °77 (autumn) he had an ischio-vectal abscess, which culminated in anal 
fistula, which never healed. That in the spring of ’78 he had sore throat and 
cough, which gradually increased, phthisis pulmonalis resulting. 

And from that disease as the culmination of all his ailments he 
finally died on the 8th cf January, 1879. 

Not to weary the Senate with too much reading of this testimony, 
all of which is printed and to be found in the report of the committee, 
I will submit the case substantially upon this statement of facts. As 
I said in the first place, it is not a case open to suspicion. Nobody has 
raised a suspicion of this testimony or of this man, for he was a man of 
as good standing in the community as any of us. It is not a bogus 
case. There is no contradiction of the testimony. It shows that the 
man was @ well man; that he entered the service and was accepted as 
a well man and served fourteen months; that when he was finally dis- 
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charged it was for a disease which pursued him, to be sure, the restof his 
life, but was not the disease from which he actually died, but that the 
disease fram which he did die, consumption, was the natural and inevita- 
ble result of remittent fever, of swamp fever, of kidney complaint, the 
piles, and other things which he contracted in the service, which left 
him an enfeebled and emaciated and broken-down man from the day 
of his discharge until the day of his death, all these diseases in their 
future tendency, as any man of common sense, to say nothing about a 
medical expert, knows, tending so to enfeeble the constitution as to 
result in the disease of which he finally died—consumption. 

Mr. President, these are the facts in the case. The widow I do not 
need to say anything in regard to further than that she is a woman of 
respectability, that she was left alone without any property and with 
two small children. She applied for the pension to which her husband 
was entitled, as I believe, upon these facts, a pension for which he was 
urged by his commanding oflicer to apply during his lifetime, but for 
which he failed to apply although he evidently was entitled to it asa 
matter of right. She applied for it after his death, being left in de- 
pendent circumstances, and the application was rejected by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 

As I have stated before, upon these facts I believe the Commissioner 
of Pensions should have allowed the claim. I admit, however, that 





— 


There have been great and notable discussions in this country with 
regard to the veto power. Great men have differed as to how and y hen 
it ought to be exercised by the Executive; but I undertake to say t}),1 
in all these discussions it has never been claimed by any one that jt 
should be exercised as the Executive has seen fit to use it during the 
present session of Congress. The veto of pension bills is unprecedent., 
in our history. 

I hold in my hand a little table which I have prepared of the yy 
ber of vetoes prior to this administration, giving each administra; 
and the number of vetoes in each administration. Up to the commenoo. 
ment of the present administration the veto power had been exerejsuj 
one hundred and nine times, a little more than an average of one a ye, 
John Adams did not exercise it at all. Neither did Thomas Jefferson 
John Quincy Adams did not exercise it. Van Buren did not exercise 
it. It was not exercised during the administrations of Taylor and Fj)}- 
mor’. It was exercised but once by Abraham Lincoln. And yet prior 
to July 12, 1886, Mr. Cleveland had sent to Congress one hundred and 
three vetoes, and the additional vetoes since July 12, 1886, will, I think 
make up the number so that it will equal the number of the vetoes 0} 
all Presidents who have gone before him. As the table may be of use 
I will insert it in the Recorp. It is as follows: 
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upon a narrow, close, and technical, and illiberal construction of the Vetoes. 

law and of the evidence, if you please, it was possible to disallow this r Fae tee ; 
claim in the Pension Office. At all events, it was disallowed, and on Administration of— Period. 2 |W 
application being made for its reconsideration, its reopening was refused. a 
There was then only one remedy and that was for this woman to come | - Pee ray 

with her case to Congress, and here it has been the universal rule ever | Washington................-sseseeeeneceeemeneeesaeneeneeeenenes 1789 to 1797....... 8| 2 
since I have known anything of this class of legislation, ever since the + a ecuve ennsnosnns sosetonsensegounoneonenenaepegsonocsocousnsson od ° a ——_ { 
records of the Government and the history of this legislation, ever since | Madison...) 909 to BIT 


the enactment of our pension laws, it has been the rule to give to the 
facts in the case a liberal, fair construction. 

Wherever there is any taint of fraud, any indication that the claim 
is, in common parlance which has come to be applied to many of these 


Monroe......... 
Adams, J.Q 
Jackson....... 
Van Buren... 
Harrison and Tyler... 


evost BOLT G0 1825........... 
-| 1825 to 1829........ 
-| 1829 to 1837....... 








.| 1837 to 1841... 
.| 1841 to 1845 


{ 
cases, a bogus claim, of course the closest scrutiny and the readiest POMK....s00eecseery sever sesesseresencneseessesesserssness corssseresseenears| 1845 to 1849...... f 
: 6 ; : . : M RET CHINE: EERIE, .... constnoccasseuncnenncceninioncenmnceneath GE B® AEEB...... 4 
repulsion and rejection of such claims is exercised by Congress; but | Pierce ...............ssessov:cssessvvseesovsesvnernnerevnersvoeeennvees 1853 to 1857... ‘ 
wherever a claim is made in good faith and seems to be a fair one upon .| 1857 to 1861 


a2 1861 to 1865... ‘4 


the merits, it has always been the tendency of Congress to give the tes- "| 1965 to 1869 


timony a fair, liberal construction, to give, in other words, to these peo- 
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RING... ccccrecesscarerorecces -| 1869 to 1577............ i 
ple the benefit of the doubt, if there be any doubt, in the case, rather | Hayes .| 1877 to 1881.. 4) 12 
than to give it to the people at large. Congress is by no means. bound Garfield and ATURE. ...-cee ee seerseree esteneanbiededenigoctenten 1881 to 18S5......... i | 


by the action of the Pension Office; it seems an absurdity to lay down 
this proposition; and yet in nearly all the cases which have been vetoed, 
in one which came in yesterday, the thought of the Executive evidently 
is that these cases are to be allowed or ought to be allowed or disal- 
lowed under the state of the law and under the rules of action which 
govern the Pension Office itself. : 

But I understand quite the contrary in regard to the rule which should 
govern Congress. These cases come to Congress when disallowed in the 
Pension Office for the very reason that a remedy should be afforded, 
but on account of the restrictions which are imposed upon a mere ex- 
ecutive or administrative officer he is unable sometimes to afford that 
relief which, under the equitable powers and those powers of general 
legislation which exist in Congress, should be afforded in order to do 
justice to the applicant. Under these general legislative powers to do 
justice it seems to me that this bill ought to pass, vetoed, as it has been, 
evidently, from the reading of the veto message itself and the veto mes- 
sages generally which have come before us, under an impression that 
Congress should be bound by the same state of facts that applied to re- 
strict the action of the Pension Office. It seems to me that the veto 
ought not to have weight with the Senate in its decision of this case. 
That it is one of justice I think must strike every Senator who has ex- 
amined the facts. Itis notopentosuspicion. A poor woman left with 
nothing save two children, with no helper but God and the American 
Congress and the American Executive, this law-making power, it does 
seem to me that this case is entitled to the necessary two-thirds’ vote 
to pass it over the executive veto. I submit the case. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, when the vetoes of the President of 
the United States began to rain upon Congress like hail out of a summer 
cloud, I was led to make a somewhat critical examination of the cir- 
cumstances under which the power called the veto power was given to 
the Executive in the convention which framed the itution and of 
the circumstances under which it has been exercised by Presidents of 
the United States prior to the accession of Mr. Cleveland, and I came 
to the conclusion that, while the present Executive is undoubtedly 
within the letter of the Constitution in the manner in which he has ex- 
ercised this power, he is entirely outside of the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion in that exercise; I had intended, and I should be glad now if time 
permitted, to go somewhat at length into the history of the origin of 
this power, into the history of its exercise, citing the views not only of 
the fathers of the Republic, but of all the great men who have ean 
the present administration, and the views of Presidents who have ex- 
ercised this power, for the purpose of showing that in no instance has 
it been claimed that the veto power should be used as it is exer- 


outs the present incumbent of the office of President of the United 


Cleveland ........ SiledlteN, dreanpéalidinntcagyegnitbinesiaeenberendl | 1885 to July 12, 1885 18 
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I think it quite time to stop and consider fora moment, in al! court- 
esy and with all kindness to the Executive, whether such an unusual 
exercise of the veto power is not one never contemplated by the Consti- 
tution. I agree that there is no absolute, express limitation of thr 
veto power in the Constitution, but I hold that, though it may have 
been exercised within its letter, the spirit of the Constitution has been 
violated in its exercise, and ‘‘it is the letter which killeth, but t 
spirit giveth life.’’ 

I hold farther that while there may be no express limitations upou 
the use of the veto power by the President, there must in the nature 
of the case, there must in the history of its origin and from a consid- 
eration of the other provisions of the Constitution, be, and there is, a 
moral and equitable limitation upon the exercise of the veto power by 
the President. In other words, the President who conceives that he 
should veto every bill which as a member of the Senate or of the 
House he would feel called upon to vote against has mistaken eutire!y 
the purpose of the veto and the circumstances under which it was 12- 
tended that it should be exercised. 

In reply to this it is said that the Constitution provides that “e.«y 
bill w shall have passed the House of Representatives and the Seu 
ate shall, before it becomes a law, be presented to the President o! the 
United States; if he approve he shall sign it, but if not he shall retura 
it, with his objections to that House in which it shall have ons! 
nated.”’ 

In discussions which have gone before it has been attempted to lay 
emphasis upon the words ‘if he approve he shall sign it,’’ as if 11 Ws 
an argument tothe effect that whenever the President examining! 
felt that if he were a member of the Senate or of the House he would 
be compelled to:vote against it he was, under the Constitution, com 
pelled to veto it. But manifestly that can not be so. ee 

In the first place, this veto power is in no sense a legislative 'u0~ 
tion; the President has no legislative power whatever. ll legisiati'® 

wer is conferred u Congress, and that is the very first sentenc 

the Constitution of the United States. Article 1, section 1, clas° 
1, says: “‘ All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested ~ 
Congress of the United States, which shall consist of a Senate ©” 
House fie pn el , = 

The then has no legislative function, no legislative pow’: 
The exercise of the veto is not a legislative function. 1 know that the 
Executive has somtimes been spoken of as an independent power @ 
factor in legislation. I know thatin 1879 the Democratic papers accu** 
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General Garfield, when in the House of Representatives, of saying that 
the President was an independent factor in legislation, and then pro- 
ceeded to comment upon and denounce the statement. It was a mis- 
take; General Garfield did not say it. ‘ 

All legislative power is vested in Congress, and if it be established 
that the President of the United States may properly veto any and every 
pill which is submitted to him for approval which as a legislator he 
might not “‘approve,”’ then the legislative power which is declared to 
be vested in Congress is a snare and a delusion. If it be established 
that the President can by vetoing any and every bill which is passed 
by the two Houses, having at his back a faction of one-third of each 
House, prevent legislation, then the day of majority rule in this Gov- 
ernment is over with us and the day of minority legislation has been 
ushered in. ? : 

When the Constitution says regarding the President ‘‘if he approve 
he shall sign,’’ that word possesses another meaning from what it 
would have if it were applied to were legislative duty. The President, 
in considering whether he ‘‘ approves ’’ a bill or not for the purpose of 
affixing his signature, must remember that by the Constitution of the 
United States ‘‘all legislative power’’ is committed to Congress and 
no particle of it is committed to him. He must remember the circum- 
stances under which the qualified negative was conferred and why it was 
given to the President of the United States. He must remember that 
it was intended not to destroy the legislative power of Congress, but 
as a check only in rare instances, 

Not having the time to elaborate this matter fully, I wish here in 
these closing hours to enter my dissent against any such exercise of the 
veto power as we have seen during this present session of Congress. 
I hope that at the next session I may be able at length, recurring to 
the past, recurring to the adoption of our Constitution, to the views 
of the fathers, of the great men of the Republic, to show that I am 
right in the view which I now take. 

I will call attention to a very few authorities only at this time. I 
shall probably not occupy fifteen minutes in doing so. 

First, in the convention which formed the Constitution probably no 
matter was more thoroughly discussed or more frequently discussed than 
the conferring on the President a negative on bills with certain limita- 
tions. The word “ veto” was then never heard. It was not then called 
‘the veto power.’’ Thattermcameintousesubsequently. Itwascalled 
then a qualified negative given to the President. On four separate oc- 
casions in that constitutional convention this matter was discussed at 
great length by the ablest and strongest men in that convention; first, 
when the Virginia plan was under discussion in the convention as in 
committee of the whole; second, when it was reported to the house; 
third, when the report of the committee of detail was made; and fourth, 
on the very last day of the convention just before the signing of the 
document the whole matter was discussed and discussed at length; and 
I want to put on record here without referring to the debate this state- 
ment that in all that discussion but one man ever suggested that the 
qualified negative of the Executive was to be used except in two in- 
stances, those two being to defend the President when the Legislature 
should tncroach upon the executive prerogative or upon the Executive 
branch of the Government; and second, when a bill which he believed 
. be clearly unconstitutional should have been passed by both Houses 
0 

One single member only of that convention (Mason, of Virginia) when 
it was urged that there was no danger to popular government in be- 
stowing this qualified negative on the Executive, when it was urged 
that it would be like the power of the monarch of Great Britain, a 
valuable power in repose—when it was urged that it would never be 
exercised by a President except to defend the executive branch of the 
Government or to prevent the passage of unconstitutional laws, it was 
suggested by Mr. Mason, of Virginia, that it might be used for other 
purposes, that it might be used to ‘‘prevent the passage of unjust or 
pernicious laws.’’ His view found no support in the convention. 

That was the only suggestion which was made in the convention that 
the Presidential negative could ever be used except forthe two purposes 
to which I have already alluded. It was decried even then asa power 
which would lead to the establishment of ‘‘one-man power”’ in this 
country. All the debates in the convention ranged around the ques- 
tion whether this qualified negative should be given to the President 
for those two purposes and those two purposes only, with the single ex- 
ception to which I have alluded in the debate. 

The first time that it was thought of exercising this power was when 
President Washington inquired of his Cabinet whether he ought to veto 
the bill establishing a national bank. Mr. Jefferson, his Secretary of 
State, was opposed to the bank, and gave‘an opinion that it was un- 
constitutional. Mr. Randolph, the Attorney-General, and Mr. Ham- 
ilton, the Secretary of the Treasury, wrote opinions that in their judg- 
ment it was constitutional; but Mr. Jefferson, though opposed to the 
bank, believing it to be unconstitutional, arguing against it and in 
favor of a veto, concluded his opinion with some observations on the 
question of whether the President ought to exercise that power, which 
are very and which I will take oceasion to read, reading from 
Jefferson’s Works, volume 7, page 560: 

The negative of the President is the shield provided by the Constitution to 
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protect against the invasions of the Legislature: (1) the right of the Executive, 

(2) of the judiciary, (3) of the States and State Legislatures. The present is the 

ease of a right remaining exclusively with the States, and consequently one of 

those intended by the Constitution to be placed under its protection. 
It must be added, however, that un! 









less the President’s mind on a view of 






everything which is urged for an nst this bill, is tolerably clear that it is 
unauthorized by the Constitution; if the pro and the con hang so even as to bal- 
ance his judgment, a just respect for the wisdom of the Les ature would nat- 
urally decide the balance in favor of their opinion. It c ly for cases where 
they are clearly misled by error, ambition, or interest, t! the Constitution has 
placed a check in the negative of the President. 


There is Thomas Jefferson, the father of the Democratic party, as 
we are told, who in the day and time of it, February 1, 1791, held that 


the veto was a shield provided by the Constitution to protect against 
the invasions of the Legislature as to the right of the Executive, of the 
judiciary, of the States, and the State Legislatures, and mentions no 


other purpose which it was to serve. 

I am not going to go over the authorities, but I want to call atten- 
tion to Mr. Webster. In his speech at Worcester, on the 12th of Octo- 
ber, 1832, after the exercise of the veto power by President Jackson, 
he said: 

The power of the veto is exercised, not as an extraordinary, but as an ordi- 


nary power; asa common mode of defeating acts of Congress not acceptable 
to the Executive. 
And again in his speech he said, referring to the use of the veto: 

This practical innovation on the mode of administering the Government so 
much at variance with its general principles, and so capable of defeating the 
most useful acts, deserves public consideration. Its tendency is to disturb the 
harmony which ought always to exist between Congress and the Executive, and 
to turn that which the Constitution intended only as an extraordinary remedy 
for extraordinary cases into a common means of making executive discretion 
paramount to the discretion of Congress in the enactment of laws 

I call attention to that paragraph from Mr. Webster, and I ask for 
its application to the case now under consideration. Again: Mr. Web- 
ster, as is well known, was in Mr. Tyler’s Cabinet as Secretary of 
State, was one of the Cabinet officers, and the only one who did not 
resign after Tyler’s historical vetoes of the bank and the tariff, and Mr. 
Webster in his speech at Boston, while still Secretary of State, the ex- 
ercise of the veto power having then become a burning question in 
American politics, said this: 

Gentlemen, in speaking of events that have happened, I ought to say, and 
will, since I am making a full and free communication, that there is no one of my 
age,and Iam no longer very young, who has written or spoken more against 
the abuse and indiscreet use of the veto power than] have. And there isnoone 
whose opinions upon this subject are less changed. I presume it is universally 
known that I have advised against the use of the veto power on every occasion 
when it has been used since I have been in the Cabinet. 


Yet it was used by President Tyler to veto great measures only, 
measures which, in comparison with these separate private pension bills, 
assume an importance which would almost justify a President in the 
exercise of the veto power. Subsequently, in the administration of 
Tyler there was such universal indignation in reference to the manner 
in which he exercised the veto power that Mr. Clay introduced in the 
Senate a proposed amendment to the Constitution making it necessary 
to obtain only a majority to pass a bill over the President’s veto, and 
almost the last speech he made in the Senate of the United States was 
upon this subject. Iwill not stop to read much, for the extracts would 
be so long that too much time would be consumed thereby in these 
closing hours, but he characterized the veto as a despotic power. 
There, there, was the security — 

He said— 

and not in this miserable despotic veto power of the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. Clay had already given his views of the exercise of the veto 
power in 1832, when he said: 

The veto isan extraordinary power, which, though tolerated by the Consti- 
tution, was not expected by the convention to be used in ordinary cases. It was 
designed for instances of precipitate legislation in unguarded moments. Thus 
restricted, and it has been thus restricted by all former Presidents, it might not 
be mischievous. During Mr. Madison's administration of eight years, there 
occurred but two or three cases of its exercise. During the last administration, 
I donot now recollect that if wasonce. In aperiod little upward of three years, 
the present Chief Magistrate has employed the veto four times. We now hear 


quite frequently, in the progress of measures through Congress, the statement 
that the Presideut will veto them, urged as an objection to their passage. 


I had intended to read somewhat at length but I will forego doing so. 

Now, sir, to go outside of the authority of men who have been poli- 
ticians as well as statesmen I want to refer only to Kent’s Commenta- 
ries and a single other authority. Kent in the fourth volume of his 
Commentaries comments upon the origin and exercise of the veto power, 
and in the twelfth edition, published in 1873, is appended this note te 
what he had already written: 

This qualified negative of the President has, in the progress of the adminis- 
tration of the Government, since the first publication of these commentaries. 
in 1826, become a very grave power, and applied, under the ordinary name of 
veto, with a familiarity which appears not to have been anticipated by the gen- 
eration which adopted the Constitution. 

What would the men who adopted the Constitution have thought if 
in their discussion about conferring this power upon the President 
they had been told that in future years a President of the United States 
would veto in a single session a hundred bills passed to pension the 
disabled soldiers of the war, their widows and their dependent rela- 
tives ? 





Soe 


arene te 
ah 3 


me I aS 


LE tat 


” 


Cer 


em 
es) 


7892 


I want to turn for a moment to the views of one whom I regard as 
perhaps the first, if not the first, among the first, of the publicists of 
this country, Dr. Francis Lieber. In his Political Ethics, volume 2, 
page 391, he says: 

The veto question, in modern political law, can never be properly treated, ex- 
cept as a part of the greater question of executive concurrence in the great po- 
litical act of making laws. This concurrence is the primary question, the veto 
a consequence only. The coneurrence, however, is,as it appears to me,one of 
those necessary conciliatory principles so indispensable in politics. But it must 
appear, likewise, plain that the veto, being but incident to the concurrence, while 
the voncurrence is the last finish given toa law, not the essential preduction and 
generation of it, which is the province proper of the Legislature, ought to be used 
with the utmost caution, and only when it appears to the Executive that insur- 
mountable obstacles are in the way of his sanctioning the proposed measure. 

Lest it should be said that I am to some extent reviving here the old 
Whig doctrine that there should be, there must be, in the nature of the 
case and that there is some limitation to be placed upon the exercise 
of the veto power by the President, I wish to refer to two i Demo- 
cratic authorities, President Polk and President Pierce. President 
Polk ia his fourth annual message discussed at length this power, and 
from that message I take this passage which I commend to the present 
Executive: 

The power of the executive veto was exercised by the first and most illustri- 
ous of my predecessors, and by four of his successors who p ed me in the 
administration of the Government, and, it is believed, in no instance prejudi- 
cially to the public interests. It has never been, and there is but little danger 
that it ever can be,abused. No President will ever desire unnecessarily to 
piace his opinion in opposition to that of Congress. He must always exercise 
the power reluctantly, and only in cases where his convictions make it a matter 
of stern duty which he can not escape. Indeed there is more danger that the 
President, from the repugnance he must always feel to come in collision with 
Congress, may fail to exercise it in cases where the preservation of the Consti- 
tution from infraction or the public good may demand it than that he will ever 
exercise it unnecessarily or wantonly. 

To the Executive who can send to Congress messages returning bills 
without his approval, breathing executive sneers such as are contained in 
very many of these messages, I commend this language of President 
Polk: 

Iie must always exercise the power reluctantly, and only in cases where 
his convictions make it a matter of stern duty which he can not escape. 

Then, President Pierce, when he vetoed the French spoliation bill, 
said: 

It is apparent, therefore, that the circumstances must be extraordinary which 


would induce the President to withhold his approval from a bill involving no 
violation of the Constitution. 


And yet almost a hundred of those extraordinary occasions have, in 
the judgment of the present Executive of the United States, occurred 
at this very session—ninety-seven, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] says, pension vetoes alone. I go no further with these au- 
thorities. 1 have cited them to recall to the attention of the Senate of 
the United States and the ar the idea which has prevailed uni- 
versally hitherto in the history of our country with regard to the ex- 
ercise of this veto power. I have spoken of them to arrest attention, 
to suggest inquiries as to whither we are tending, as to whether power 
is to be centralized in the executive branch which was intended e the 
Constitution to reside alone in Con 

I do not stop to quote here the views of Abraham Lincoln, of John 
M. Clayton, and of many other distinguished statesmen, Representa- 
tives, and Senators who have discussed this subject hitherto in the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives. If occasion shall offer at the next 
session of Congress I will go more fully into the subject. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator yield to me to make a motion? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Yes, sir. 


CENSUS REPORT. 


Mr. CULLOM. On the 19th of July a communication was received 
from the Secretary o/ the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 15th instant, a report of Fred. H. Wines, special agent of 
the Tenth Census, on the defective, dependent, and delinquentclasses, 
which I ask to have referred to the select committee to make provision 
for taking the Tenth Census, and ascertaining the results thereof, and 
printed. It was referred without printing. I ask that an order be 
made for the printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). That or- 
der will be made if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


RETURN OF COTTON TAX. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. President, before commencing any re- 
marks on the pending question may I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the table a bill introduced by myself, being the bill (8S. 2864) to 
return the tax on cotton collected by the United States in 1865, 1866, 
1867, and 1868 from the people of certain States of the Union, to be 
held and used by said States for educational purposes, and refer it to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That request will be granted if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

EXTRA PAY TO EMPLOYSS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I wish to make a report. The Committee 
on Contingent Expenses, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. 
R. 80) providing for one month’s extra pay for certain employés of 
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Senate and House of Representatives, report it without amendment. 
ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, it can not jj. 
considered at this time. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to Po}}y 
H. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Clark. its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the ))j| 
(H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications and other wor). 
of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year eng 
June 30, 1887, and for other pu b 
Mr. DAWES. I ask that that bill be laid before the Senate at this 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee hs 
floor. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal yeg, 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. F 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
the bill and ask a conference with the House on the disagreeing yotes 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the presiding officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Dawes, My; 
PLuMB, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


MARY J. NOTTAGE—VETO MESSAGE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2005) granting 
a pension to Mary J. Nottage, returned by the President of the United 
States with his objections. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. President, one thing I have been grati- 
fied with, that the acting chairman of the Committee on Pensions has 
this morning in addressing the Senate on the subject-matter now pend- 
ing avoided crimination and recrimination. 

Looking at the question whether we shall approve the reasons given 
by the President of the United States in making known to the Scuate, 
in which it originated, his objections to the pending bill, I have to say 
that I believe the Committee on Pensions, during the short acquaintance 
I have had with it, has been actuated by a single desire to do its duty 
alike to the country and to the applicants for pensions. 

I may add that I believe for that committee that it is moved, as! 
believe every man ought to be moved, by his sympathy for the unfor- 
tunate, for the widow and for the orphan; but I should be unjust to 
everybody if I did not say that standing as we do as members of that 
committee, so likely to be moved by our sympathies, so easily approached 
by those who know how to move us, and the committee being composed 
of a large number there is more or less of divided responsibility, and 
then knowing as we all must know how liable it is on the part of hu- 
manity to err, it is not to be wondered at that with this divided respon- 
sibility, with our liability to yield to sympathetic appeals, mistakes 
shail be more or less committed. Possibly if the responsibility was 
lodged on each one there would not be the same liability to error or 
mistake. 

Mr. President, in the consideration of a Presidential veto it is right 
and proper that honesty and correctness of motive shall be allowed upoa 
either side; and no case presents itself, at least tomy mind, which bette! 
illustrates this than the pending case. I am frank to suy to t!¢ Senate 
that in my own judgment upon the face of the case it is one of merit 
I was not a member of the committee when the bill passed this body 
I was not amember of this body at the time. I came ther»fore to look 
at it myself without any prejudice, and I make the frank admission 
that on the face of it the case is not without merit; and yet when | com 
to look at the President’s veto and to examine the President’s «o!!at'0 
and marshaling of the facts I am, as a just man, in my own oj inion 
least, bound to say, I am compelled to say, that the objections made by 
the President are well founded. What are they? 

Before I go to that may I turn back for a moment to notice tle 4° 
gument made hy the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] that the 
President is violating his privileges and prerogatives as corrferred by 
Constitution when upon a mere question of fact—I shall so put it—be 

laces his judgment against that of this body. That can not be %. 
history of the veto power is the history of our country. For ye. 

in the public opinion of the country there was waged a contest over the 
construction oft this prerogative of the President such as belongs to 0 
one other of the Constitution. In that contest were en's 
the best political talent and wisdom of that age, in which it is said the 
giant statesmen of the country flourished. It was in the days of V“- 
ster, Calhoun, Clay, and others, and upon popular appeals aiter = 
contest, commenced in the 1832 and running down to 1544, (8 
popular judgment and verdict was in favor of a large and Jiberal dis- 
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cretion on the part of the Executive in the exercise of this power, and 


since that day that judgment of the country unappealed from stands as | 
the judgment of all parties. ; : epee | 

I might retort to the Senator from Connecticut and point to him, if | 
1 spoke in the spirit of a partisan, that possibly the greatest exercise of | 
this power in mere special matters, individual matters, by any other 
President than the present one was by him who has been as largely en- 
shrined in the affections of his countrymen as any other President we 
haveever had, to wit, GeneralGrant. Tobe sure, hithertoin the history 
of our country the veto power has only been exercised upon theoretical 
propositions or political questions; but in the history of the country 
there has been very little of special and individual legislation. Special 
and individual legislation is largely the result of the last few years; and, 
sir, may I not appeal to United States Senators here to-day if they will 
not agree with me that the great danger to popular institutions is the in- 
crease of special legislation, or job legislation, or individual profitsecured 
by legislation that has permeated the municipal bodies of the country, 
running from the town corporation up to the Congress of the United 
States? Thesespecial individual matters, in their corrupting influences, 
are destroying the confidence of the people in a popular form of govern- 
ment. To-day, if I had no other credit to give to President Cleveland, 
I have this, that he knows and realizes this great danger to our popular 
form of government, and that he has the nerve, the courage, and the 
wisdom to grapple with it, although it come in this insidious, appeal- 

form. 

» says the Senator from Connecticut, in his construction for him- 
gelf individually of this clause of the Constitution the President is not 
a part of the legislative power of the Government. Possibly the form 
in which the Senator puts it is not subject to criticism; but I submit 
that before any proposition of the Congress of the United States can 
become a law it must have the approval of the President, and in that 
act of approval the very act itself makes him a part of the legislative 
power of the Government. 

But, says the Senator from Connecticut, he ought not to exercise any 
discretion in mere matters of fact or detail, though the Constitution says 
if he approves a bill he, the President, shall sign it. My friend from 
Connecticut would-say if he shall not approve it he shall sign it also. 
If his construction is to be taken as the correct one, why have any check? 
Why this conservative power that represents the great body of the peo- 

le as against sections, as against localities, andas against States? Why 

ve this check at all in the Government? Sir, the wisdom of our 
fathers was such as to provoke to this day the admiration and devotion 
of men of all nations who are friends of popular rights and constitu- 
tional liberty. 

With these remarks, I come simply to refer for a moment to the facts 
{avolved in this case. I have said I frankly admit it is one of merit. 
Now note for a moment the objections of the President: 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of Thomas Nottage, who en- 


listed in August, 1861, and was discharged for disability September 17, 1862. 
* * * - * * * 


He died of consumption January 8, 1879, nearly seventeen years after his dis- 
charge, without ever having made any application for a pension. 

For what was he discharged? Says his certificate of discharge in 
September, 1862, ‘‘disease of the urinary organs,’’ and he died sixteen 
years afterward of consumption. I appeal to the experience and know}l- 
edge of every gentleman and his reading if that soldier had died of 
diabetes or gravel there might have been some necessary connection 
with the cause of his discharge. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ata convenient time on this point I wish to ask the 
Senator a question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Donotinterruptmenow. He was discharged 
in 1862 and died of consumption-sixteen years afterward. When did 
aphysiciansee him? Eleven yearsafterward. Nophysician was called 
to see this soldier until 1873. If a disease so fatal in its character had 
been his enemy in 1862 would he have slept for eleven years without 

its appearance known? If the cause was what my friend from 
New Hampshire will refer to, a statement on the part of his captain that 
every time he called upon him he was complaining. Complaining of 
what? During what years? If you wantto follow from cause to effect, 
trace it step by step, but do not make a slip of eleven years at a time. 

What more? For sixteen years this soldier was living himself. If 
he had been suffering as gentlemen would argue to-day, why is it that 
the soldier himself did not apply fora pension? The patriarch of old 
served seven years to get a wife. Here sixteen years elapsed, and this 
gentleman does not apply for a pension, and it is only after his death 

the a is made, and that by his widow. 

I do not want to interrupt the Senator’s statement of 
I wish to call his attention and that of the Senate toa point 
discussed in my report, and which I think it may be well to 
Senator’s attention to, and that is this: He seems to be reason- 
the soldier at the time of his discharge was suffering 
and he died from something else, the connectioa must 
between the difficulty for which he was discharged 


over and arranged the testimony with reference 
swamp fever, he had the remittent fever, he had the 
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piles, he had kidney complaint, all these diseases, although they are not 
named in his discharge. Nevertheless the evidence shows that he con- 
tracted them in the service and that they pursued him and that they 
broke him down and that they drove him to consumption. It is not 
necessary toestablish the connection between the consumption which 
killed him and the gravel with which he suffered at the time when he 
was discharged. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. President, it would strike the expert 
and the mexpert mind the same way I take it. 

In 1880 his widow made an application for pension, alleging that he contracted 
in the service “ malarial poisoning, causing remittent fever, piles, general de- 
bility, consumption, and death.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. It does not say that he was discharged for those, but 
that he contracted them in the service. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Thedischarge was for ‘‘ disease of the urinary 
organs.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. That was what he suffered from at that particular 
time. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Now, the proof by ex parte affidavits is that 
‘somewhere in South Carolina while in the service he was heard to 
complain, after having stood on picket duty, of debility.’’ No physi- 
cian testifies to it. That was in 1862. Some comrade heard him com- 
plain. I take it for granted that the Senator from New Hampshire is 
familiar with the facts; but such a statement, unless backed by the 
statement of the surgeon, does not go for a great deal, particularly 
when a man is on hard duty. Then after he returned home among 
his friends, among his relatives, with physicians near him, it was 
eleven years before any physician was called tosee him. After that, 
if you will observe his physician’s statement, the disease of which he 
died made its first appearance a year or two after the physician had 
been called to see him. 

I submit without arguing this case or without arguing the facts of 
all the cases presented here, that the reasons presented by the Presi- 
dent are of sufficient character and weight—first, to attest the fidelity 
of the President; second, to attest his sound discretion in weighing the 
facts presented in the various cases. Take the great volume of cases 
approved by the President and it demonstrates his sympathy with the 
soldier. I can say for myself, and I think I may state for every one 
upon this floor, that the true soldier of the country, no matter where 
he is to be found, as long as he lives, is the object of our admiration, 
and when he dies his widow and dependent ones are the objects of our 
care, attention, and sympathy. Wherever their needs are demon- 
strated, I know I can speak for myself, and I believe I can speak for 
all others, when I say that the case shall receive our aid and assistance. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Government of the United States 
is a constitutional Government, with the powers and duties of the sev- 
eral departments thereof clearly defined. There ought to be no real 
difficulty in determining the province of each department of Govern- 
ment. 

The legislative powers, with a]l that the term legislative implies, has 
been intrusted to Congress. 

The executive power to the President. 

The judicial, to the judges of the Supreme and other courts created 
by law. 

Each department is supreme in the exercise of the duties imposed 
on it by the Constitution. If there is any control by one department 
of Government with another, or mixing of powers, it is provided for by 
the Constitution, and such control or joint exercise of powers must be 
in the manner provided for by the Constitution and limited to the case 
mentioned in that instrument. 

The framers of on. Constitution saw fit to impose on the President 
the duty of executiug the laws; and in order that he might discharge 
the duty thus imposed on him he was given the power to appoint his 
officers or agents, by whose hands he was to execute the laws, subject 
only to the approval of the Senate of the United States. 

The duty of legislating for the country was imposed on Congress, 
subject only to the disapproval of the Executive. 

It has been said that the approval or disapproval of a bill on the part 
of the President of the United States is the exercise of a legislative 
function. 

The Constitution declares that ‘‘all legislative power herein granted 
shall be vested in a Congress, which shall consist of a Senate and House 
of Representatives.’’ (Section 1, Article I.) 

If approving or withholding approval is a legislative function, it is 
not of the same character as that exercised by the Congress when it 
passes a bill. 

There is high authority for the statement that approval or disap- 
proval is the exercise of a legislative function, and yet it can hardly be 
said that the legislative power of the Government is vested in Congress 
and the President. It is evident that the framers of the Constitution 
did not intend to vest legislative power in the President, or they would 
not have, ex industria, confined such power to Congress. 

If the withholding approval to a bill is the exercise of a legislative 
function, the Executive is clothed with two-thirds of the levislative 
power of the United States, which the Constitution declares 1s vested 
in Congress. 
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It will hardly be claimed by any one that the veto power was given 
to the President to clothe him with legislative authority; certainly not 
an authority equal to the two-third vote of both Houses. 

The President is not the direct representative of the people, but of 
the States. He has received his position from the electoral colleges of 
the States. The act of the college is not the act of the people in their 
representative capacity, but the act of a sovereign State. 

‘The House of Representatives is the confessed, recognized, and ac- 
knowledged representative of the popular will; and it can net be be- 
lieved that the founders of our Government, with their jealousy of the 
one-man power, intended to clothe the Executive with legislative 
power equal to two-thirds of the representation of the people in the 
House ef Representatives, and two-thirds of the representation of the 
States in the Senate. 

The framers of the Constitution, recognizing the tendency of the 
legislative department of the Government to encroach on the executive 
department, provided a qualified veto for the Executive. 

It was not suggested that such power was necessary to secure wise 
legislation, but that it was necessary to prevent encroachment on the 
executive department, and to hold in check the legislative department 
in time of public excitement, and in case that the proposed legislation 
should be thought by the President in violation of the Constitution or 
a fundamental principle of government. 

The power thus given to the Executive is a shicld and not a sword. 
It is a negative power. It is not to create, but to destroy the work of 
Congress. If he withholds his assent or approval, and does nothing 
more, the bill becomes a law without further action of Congress or the 
President, ‘‘ unless Congress by their adjournment prevents its return, 
in which case it shall not be a law.’’ 

The President is required by the Constitution to “‘ give Congress in- 
formation concerning the state of the country, and to recommend to 
their consideration such measures as he shall judge necessary and ex- 
pedient. * * * He shall take care that the laws are faithfully ex- 
ecuted.’’ There is no legislative function in this. 

Congress is declared in section 1, article 1, to possess all the legislative 
power granted in the Constitution. 

In section 8 of article 1 the powers of Congress are declared in de- 
tail. 

Such power can only be exercised in form of bills, resolutions, or 
orders; and all are subject to the disapproval of the Executive if he 
chooses to exercise such power. 

The language of the Constitution is broad enough to authorize the 
Executive to veto all bills, orders, votes, and resolutions that Congress 
may pass, yet in so doing the Executive does not exercise a legislative 
function, but a function especially imposed on him by the Constitu- 
tion. 

It was maintained by those opposed to the adoption of the Constitution 
that this was power that would become dangerous in the handsofone man. 
It was said, on the other hand, that such power was essential to the 
preservation of the Executive and necessary to prevent the encroach- 
ment of the legislative branch of the Government on the executive. 

It was said this power would only be used in extreme cases; in case 
of doubt in the mind of the Executive as to the constitutionality of the 
proposed law; in case of hasty and dangerous legislation; on great and 
extraordinary occasions; and such appears to have been the opinion of 
the early Presidents, who rarely used the veto power, and some of them 
not at all. 

Between 1789 and 1885 the veto power had been exercised only one 
hundred and nine times, making an average of only about one a year. 
Since that time I believe the veto power has been exercised over one 
hundred times. That its exercise is sometimes demanded can not be 
questioned. It isa@constitutional fanction, and, whether we call it leg- 
islative or executive, it belongs to the President, and he is responsible 
alone for the proper exercise of the power. 

Story, in his work on the Constitution, speaking of the exercise of 
the veto power, says: 

The truth is, as has been hinted, the real danger is the Executive will use the 
power too rarely. He will do it only on extraord when a just 
regard to the public safety or public interest or a constitutional obli m or 
necessity of maintaining the appropriate rights and prerogatives of his office 


compels him to the step, and then it will bea solemn appeal tothe people them- 
selves from their own representatives. (Section 887.) 


Hamilton, speaking of the apprehended danger of the too frequent 
exercise of the veto power, said: 


The superior weight and influence of the legislative body in a free govern- 
ment and the hazard to the executive in a trial of strength with that body af- 
ford a satisfactory security that the negative would generally be joyed with 
great caution; and that in its exercise there would oftener be room for a charge 
of timidity than of rashness. 

A king of Great Britain, with all his train of sovereign attributes, and with 
all the influence he draws from a thousand sources, would, at this day, hesitate 
te put a negative upon the joint resolutions of the two houses of Parliament. 
He would not fail to exert utmost resources of that 
measure disagreeble to him in its 


progress to the throne, to avoi 
to a 

to the dilemma of permitting it to take effect, or of the 
nation by an opposition to the sense of the 

that he would ultimately venture to exert his 

ifest propriety or extreme necessity, All w 

will accede to the justness of this remark. A very 

elapsed since the negative of the Crown has been exercised, 
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If a magistrate so powerful and so well fortified as a British monarc), y 
have scruples about the exercise of the power under consideration, how 
greater caution may be reasonably expected in a President of the United < 
clothed for the short period of four years with the executive authori:y .;. 
government wholly and purely republican ? ; 

It is evident that there would be greater danger of his not using his , 
when necessary than of his using it too often or toomuch. An argum: 
deed, against its expediency has been drawn from this very source. |t } 
represented on this account as a power odious in appearance, useless 
tice. But it will not follow that because it might rarely it would ney 
ercised. In the case for which it is chiefly designed,that of an imm, 
tack upon the constitutional rights of the Executive, or in a case in y 
public good was evidently and palpably sacrificed, a man of tolera 
would availhimself of his constitutional means of defense, and y 
the admonitions of duty and responsibility. 


No English sovereign has ventured to exercise the veto 
1707, a period of one hundred and seventy-nine years. 

There has been mach controversy over the exercise of the ye; 
and the greatest men of our history have added to our stock o; 
edge on thisquestion. I think I may say without exaggeratio 
contended that it was a power to be'exercised only in exceptior 
It is true Calhoun declared the exercise of such power was a 
function, yet he condemned its use except in extreme cases. No} 
man of all the number of great men who have discussed this , ; 
in the House and Senate or the public forum but has united iy th. 
declaration that the veto power was a power to be exercised only op 
great and extraordinary occasions,eonly to defeat unconstitution:! 9; 
otherwise bad legislation, and that such exercise was to be a solemp 
appeal to the people of the United States by the Executive from the 
act of their chosen representatives—an appeal so solemn that Washine- 
ton exercised the veto power but twice in eight years; John Adams. 
notatall; Jefferson in his eight years had no occasion for its use: Madi- 
son exercised it six times, and Monroe once; John Quincy Adams, pot 
at all; Andrew Jackson only eight times; Martin Van Buren, not at 
all; Tyler, with his continued struggle with the legislative departmen: 
of the Government, but nine times, and James K. Polk but th: 
times; Abraham Lincoln, but once. 

Surely these early Presidents did not consider it their duty to 
trovert questions of fact with Congress; did not attempt to contro 
the exercise of the veto power that discretion that must be conceded to 
the legislative department of ‘the Government, if it is to legislate wit) 
that independence that is absolutely necessary to proper acticn. 

Investigation by committees, discussion, and deliberation are essentia! 
to successful legislation. ongress may give weeks and months tos 
investigation, discussion, and deliberation to find its determination « 
facts and its settled determination of policies destroyed by the action 
of the President, who at best can have but scanty opportunity to con- 
sider the bill within the ten days given for consideration. 

If he is to be equal to two-thirds of the Legislature in legislative fune- 
tion, greater opportunity ought to be given to him to examine anid (e- 
liberate on the bill before he must return it with his reasons than is 
possible within the limited time provided for in the Constitution. 

Many of the great and renowned men of history have expressei fea! 
that the Executive might override and control Congress by means 0! 
official patronage. 

What would these great man have said if they had been told that to 
this great engine of power and corruption—patronage—there should b+ 
added absolute control over the legislation of the country, save as that 
might be resisted by two-thirds of each House of Congress acting sep: 
rately on the President’s vetoes; that until two-thirds of the House 0! 
Representatives and two-thirds of the Senate could be induced to dis- 
agree with the Executive all legislation was under his contro). 

Patronage is still left to the Executive. It may be used to pre\ 
the concurrence of the two Houses, and thus place in the hands 0! | 
Executive not only all the power to preserve to himself his patronace 
but to dictate what laws shall be passed. 

It is true that the exercise of the veto power does not put statute 
the statute-books, but if it is understood thag all bills must unc’ 
the scrutiny of the President, not only as to their constitutionality 
as to their general policies, there will be but few bills passed tha!’ 
not understood before passage will receive his sanction. 

Is there danger to representative governments in the exercis’ 0! | 
veto power? I think not, if exercised in the spirit and in accot’™ 
with the Constitution as understood and expounded by the ftuc™ 
the Republic. 

If the Executive follows the precedents of the early President 
only exercises the power in extraordinary occasions to prevent ¢x*! 
dinary legislation, there will be no real interference with !e2)-"' 
departments of the Government. ; 

But if the President insists that it is his duty to pass on the me" 
of all bills, determining for himself questions of policies and Os 
tion heretofore in practice left to Congress, there is danger that the“ 
of the Executive will be substituted for the judgment of Congres. 

That this can not advance the causeof good government can bet ' 
ily seen, and no argument can make the case stronger than the ™" 
statement of the facts thit it will be the will and judgment of one ™""" 
overburdened with executive duties, as against the judgment ©! '"' 
House and Senate, charged by the Constitution with the exercise 0!“ 
legislative powers. 
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Can it be possible that the people of the United States will be satis- 
fied with the judgment of one man, and that his judgment must be 
final, unless that judgment is disapproved by the concurrent action of 
two-thirds of both branches of the National Legislature? 

It is true it is but a negative power the President exercises, but it 
prevents the majority of the representatives of the people and States 
from putting into law the principles and ideas advocated and demanded 
by the people themselves. If such claim is made by the executive de- 
partment of the Government, and an attempt is made to exercise the 
power in accordance with the claim, the people will demand a change 
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in the Constitution, and that the executive department of government | 


be restricted to the exercise of the veto power in the exceptional and 
extraordinary cases heretofore recognized as the only cases in which the 
President should exercise so dangerous a power. 

The people of the United States are not apt to be alarmed at trifles. 
They feel secure in their position as free men, and are attached to the 
idea of self-government, and at first they may not resist encroachments 
by the executive department of the Government on the legislative de- 
partment, and may not realize the danger in the assumption of control 
over this branch of the Government by the Executive; but they are 
not slow to learn, and are jealous of their rights and deadly hostile to 
the ‘‘one-man power,’’ and they will not be slow to resist such inter- 
ference when it is fairly called to their attention. 

He must be strongly entrenched in the confidence and affection of 
the people who can arrogate to himself such extraordinary powers with- 
out the most unequivocal constitutional authority for such a claim. 

It is doubtful whether in the history of our country any man has ap- 
peared who has been capable of maintaining and enforcing such claim; 
and it is late now, after nearly one hundred years under the Constitu- 
tion, for such a claim to be made with success. 

Other Presidents have exercised’ the veto power, but no one has 
claimed the right to exercise it to the extent now claimed by the pres- 
ent Executive. 

It is becoming and proper that, in the several Departments of the 
Government, in the discharge of duties provided for by the Constitu- 
tion, they should not invade the functions of any other Department; 
and it is equally becoming and proper that the discharge of such duties 
must, so far as it is possible, be without criticism or disparagement of 
other Departments of Government. 

Congress is not responsible to the Executive, and he has no power 
over Congress, except as it is specifically given him in the Constitution. 
It is in no sense a subordinate branch of the Government, and it is not 
in the province of the Executive to dictate or control legislative action, 
except throagh the veto power. He ought not to criticise or condemn 
Congress, only so far as may be necessary in giving his reasons why he 
disapproves a bill. 

As I have before said, each branch of Government is supreme in the 
discharge of the duties conferred to it by the Constitution. 

The House of Representatives may, for what appears to it proper 
cause, prefer articles of impeachment and the Senate may try the Exec- 
utive on such articles. ‘This, however, does not make the Executive 
— to the House and Senate; each is independent in its 
sphere. 

The President appears to suppose that if a member of Congress he 
should think it his duty to withhold his vote for a bill, that it is his 
duty to veto the same when it comes tohim. He says: 

From the information furnished me, I am convinced that the difficulty al- 
leged by this applicant had its origin in causes existing prior to his enlistment, 


and that his present condition of disability is not the result of his service in the 
Army. (Senate bill, 1253.) 


Again he says: 

The facts here presented come so far short of furnishing a satisfactory excuse 
for his delay that, in my judgment, the discrimination asked in his favor should 
not be granted. (Senate bill, 153.) 

Considering that the injury complained of is merely a dislocation of the 
shoulder, and in view of the other facts developed in the case, I think the Pen- 


sion Bureau arrived at a Correct conclusion when this claim was rejected. (Sen- 
ate bill, 789.) 


Again he says: 

His continued performance of military duty after he incurred this infirmity, 
the fact that he made no claim for pension on that account until twenty years 
had passed, and unsatisfactory evidence now produced to support his alie- 
gation tend to induce the oe that the decision of the Pension Bureau was 
en just, and that this bill is not based upon substantial merits. 

I nothing in the facts presented to me which, in my opinion, justifies the 
reversal of the judgment of the bureau and the Secretary of the Interior. 
(House bill 1707.) 

lam of the ion that a correct conclusion was reached when the applica- 
ae in this case was denied by the Pension Bureau. (Senate bill 

Lam not prepared cither to gratuitously set at naught two determinations of 
the Pension Bureau, one very lately made, after a special exainination—and es- 
pecially when the evidence produced before the committee to reverse the bu- 
rean’s action is admitted to be “contradictory” and “biased in about equal 
proportion for and inst the claimant.” (Senate bill 1726.) 

lam satisfied with the rejection of this ciaim by the Pension Bureau. 
Taaurke as judgm for pr 

concur in ent of the Pension Bureau which rejected for pension 
in? oe > death of the soldier was not due to his military serv- 

This claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau, and I have no doubt of the 
(House bill 6688.) 

Bureau could arrive at any conclusion ex- 
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| cept that the death of the soldier was not due e 
| acceptance of this findi: xamina sup- 
prove this bill. Ilouse bill 2043 

it is very clear to me that the Pension Bur ec ws 
ciaim for pension for the reason that t sold is ( 1th uf 
the date of his death. It ilso imy sible to ‘ the death with any inct- 
dent of the soldier's 1 tary serv 

It will be seen from the foregoing that if the President is satisfied 
with the action of the Pension Bureau he vetoes the bill 

And it will be seen from the following that the President is not in 
favor of extending the power of the existing law e other and 
different classes of disabled soldiers, for he § ays 

The passage of this law would in my opinion estab] ir 
reaching, and open the door to such a vast i le « ciple 
within our present pension laws, that I am constra it bill 
under consideration. (House bill 53% 

Why disapprove of it? Congress has the power to declare by law 
who and in what manner soldiers shall be pensioned. 

It is well known that the Commissioner of Pensions does not person- 
ally pass on the claims of the applicants for pension. It is impossible 
that he should. It is his duty todirect the general course of the busi- 
ness in that office. He lays down general rules for the government of 
his force, and the actual determination of the merits of applicants’ 

PI 
claims is left to the clerks of that bureau, acting under the general line 


sas CE 
a 


of policy and the rules declared by the Commissioner; so the determi- 
nation of the Pension Bureau is not actually tl 
Commissioner. 

When we reflect on a well-known fact that the employés of the bureau 
are not, as a general thing, men trained especially for the work in hand, 
and are in but afew cases fitted by their education and training to de- 
termine questions of fact or law, we need not wonder that very many 
cases are determined in a way to do great injustice to the claimants or 
the Government. 

It does not reflect on the Pension Bureau that a committee of Con- 
gress should come to a different conclusion from that arrived at by that 
bureau, or that Congress, not disapproving the action of the Pension 

sureau, but accepting its judgment as a final disposition of the case 
under existing laws, should by special act give the applicant that which 
he has failed to secure under existing law through the Pension Bureau. 

Such Congressional action is in no sense a review or a reversal of the 
Pension Bureau. 

The President in a great number of his vetoes expresses his satisfac- 
tion and approval of the action of the Pension Bureau. Why should 
not the President be satisfied with the action of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, for the action of the Commissioner is the action of the Presi- 
dent, and, therefore, when the President affirms the finding of the Pen- 
sion Bureau he only says in substance, I have examined this case 
through my proper officer, and I am satisfied with his conduct in the 
premises. 

But is Congress to have no opinion in a matter purely one of legis- 
lation? 

Is Congress estopped by the determination of the Commissioner of 
Pensions because the Executive especially signifies his approval of such 
determination? 

The granting of pensions by Congress in special bills is not, and has 
not heretofore been understood to be, a reversal of the action of the 
Pension Bureau. If the applicant falls within the provisions of the 
statutes he is left to make his case in the Pension Bureau, unless it is 
impossible for him to do so because of technical difficulty in the proof. 

If his case appears to be a deserving one and yet not within the stat- 
utes, or he may be unable to make proof, Congress by special bill may 
dispense with the lack of proof or declare the case to fall within the 
law made for that particular case. 

Under the geueral law asoldier not mustered at the time of incurring 
the disability «an not be allowed a pension by the Pension Bureau, but 
as Congress might by general law declare all soldiers disabled while 
serving in the Army should be entitled to a pension, even if they had 
not been mustered, it will hardly be contended that it may not declare 
that such shall be the law for the particular case. 

The soldier to entitie him to a pension under existing law must have 
been disabled in the line of duty. It is certainly in the power of Con- 
gress to say that all disabled soldiers may be pensioned, whether their 
disabilities were incurred in the line of duty or not. If it can do that 
for all soldiers it may for one, if the service of the soldier, his condi- 
tion, or the circumstances under which his disability was incurred 
convinces Congress that it isa proper thing to do. 

If the soldier’s case falls within the provision of the statutes as to 
disability and proof, Congress need not interfere by special bill; and it 
is not a proper reason for the Executive to give that he returns the bill 
because the soldier is not entitled to a pension under the existing laws. 
It is because he is not entitled under existing laws that he applies to 
Congress for special relief. Tosay that Congress can notin such a case 
grant relief is to deny to Congress in a pension case what it is admit- 
ted it may do in all other cases. It is also todeny to Congress the ex- 
ercise of a power frequently exercised from the commencement of the 
Government to the present time with reference to pensions. 

Ido not understand the President denies the power of Congress to 
grant special pensions, but he asserts that he is to be the judge whether 
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the services of the soldier are such as tomerit sucha favor. Heasserts 
that it is for him to determine whether the applicant is disabled or not; 
and if disabled, whether he received such disability in the line of duty 
or not. In a word, all questions of law and fact decided by Congress, 
as well as Congressional discretion, must be reviewed by him; and that 
if he differs with Congress as to law, fact, or discretion, he will veto 
the bill. ‘‘For,’’ he says, ‘‘ Iam satisfied there is not a particle of 
merit in this claim, and no facts are presented to me which entitle it 
to charitable consideration.’’ (Senate bill 1192.) 

If the President is to pass on all questions of fact, questions of law, 
and supervise the discretionary power of Congress with reference to a 
pension, why not in all cases of legislation? Surely there is nothing 
in a pension case different from the many other questions presented for 
the action of Congress. Shall we have a liberal general law in dealing 
with our disabled soldiers; or shall we have a hard, harsh law, full of 
difficulties and technicalities? That is a question surely for Congress. 
Shall we give tothe soldier, disabled in the public service, sufficient to 
keep him from the poor-house; or shall we give him a mere pittance 
on which he will be unable to live, is a question for Congress and not 
for the Executive. 

Shall dependent father and mother, deprived of the care of their sons, 
be cared for by Government, or neglected, is not a question for the Ex- 
ecutive but for Congress. 

If it is true as to this class of legislation, it is as to all. To allow 
that the President of the United States may supervise the action of 
Congress in this class of cases is to allow him to do it in all others, and 
to put the will and judgment of one man against two-thirds of the rep- 
resentatives of the people and the States. If this is allowed Congress 
will sit to register the decrees of the Executive. The Executive has 
sufficient power with the immense influence his position gives him. 
He has social position; public favors to bestow. The Executive of sixty 
millions of people will not be without great influence and control over 
Congress, and if to that we add the right to use and the consent that he 
do use the veto power to the extent indicated by the President’s vetoes, 
the whole theory of representative government will be changed; or, I 
should say, will be at an end. 

It may be said that no great danger can come to the country by the 
veto of a few hundred private pension bills. That is true; and it is 
not contended that great harm will be done in that direction, but the 
danger lies in the assumption by the President of a power that may, 
when freely exercised, set at naught the will of the people as expressed 
through their constituted agency. 

It is no answer to the objection of the assumption of power to say 
that it is exercised only in cases of minor importance, and that because 
of the insignificance of the consequences that must follow such exer- 
cise, no danger need be apprehended. If the President may supervise 
the discretion of Congress in a matter of no importance, he may do the 
same in the most important legislation. In fact, the most alarming 
feature of this exercise of power, heretofore exercised with great caution 
and only in matters of the gravest character, is the fact that the Pres- 
ident exercises this power in matters of trifling importance. Other 
Presidents appeared to think it was a power given to be used only where 
danger might come to the Republic by the legislation proposed, either 
because the proposed legislation was a violation of fundamental law or 
some great principle of government, and that the exercise of the veto 
power was necessary to the welfare of the people. 

The President of the United States is charged with great duties, all 
clearly defined in the Constitution of the United States. Itis his duty 
to call the attention of Congress to the needs and demands of the peo- 
ple. He must inform Congress of the condition of the country as well 
as its wants. He is charged with direction of our relations with other 
rations; he must make and submit to the Senate treaties concerning in- 
tercourse and trade with all the world. He must receive embassadors 
and other foreign ministers, and see that the laws of the United States 
are executed. All this involves labor beyond the strength of one man; 
and much of this he must do by his Cabinet and other officials. 

All these matters are of great importance; worthy of the attention of 
the greatest and best. How can he doall this and attend also to this 
branch of the public service, intrusted by the Constitution to the 
House of Representatives and the Senate ? 

Tt was never intended that the President should review the action of 
Congress as an appellant court reviews the findings of an inferior court. 
It certainly can not be supposed that the President is charged with the 
duty of investigating the action of Congress and determining the ques- 
tion whether Congress did or did not err in a question of fact necessary 
to be determined as the first step in iegislation. The utter inspracti- 
cability of the President’s doing this in an intelligent and satisfactory 
manner can at once be seen. If the President attempts this it must 
be admitted that he must do itin person. It would not comport with 
the high character of the function he is performing to allow it to be 
done by a subordinate. He certainly should not leave a matter of so 
much importance and delicacy to be performed by a clerk or a subor- 
dinate of any degree. 

The relation that ought to exist between the President and the co- 
ordinate branches of the Government would preclude the idea that such 
action could be reviewed by any one save the President himself. To 
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do this in all cases, important and unimportant, is an impossibility. 
and in some cases the character of the work would be of s0 little im. 
portance compared with the greater cases presented to the Presiden} 
for his consideration that it would appear to be folly to attempt it. 

The founders of our Government did not intend he should do th; 
It was supposed the President would devote himself to the great in.+. 
ters of public interest, and that matters clearly intrusted to him wou), 
occupy all his time. 

The Romans had a maxim: Aquila non capit muscas—An eagle doc; 
not catch flies. The President of the United States spending his tin. 
on the facts in a pension case, endeavoring to ascertain whether Con- 
gress had determined the facts correctly or not, involving $8 a mont} 
is very like an eagle catching flies. ‘Trifles ought not to engage tho 
attention of kings.’’ Eagles should have bigger prey than flies. : 

Questions of fact necessary to be determined in a pension case not 
infrequently require the skill of the medical fraternity, and are more 
likely to be correctly determined by a doctor than a statesman. 

As I have before said, the great and important interests intrusteq by 
the Constitution and laws to the charge and control of the Executive. 
as well as the many questions which he must of necessity make himself 
familiar with, precludes the possibility of the Executive giving his at- 
tention to the minor details of legislation; and the people neither de- 
mand nor expect that he will attempt this, or spend his time in deter- 
mining questions that a doctor receiving $1,800 a year is better ¢ ualitied 
te determine than he. 

Important as the question may be to the claimant for a pension, the 
people will hardly be satisfied that the Executive of sixty million of 
people shall spend his time to determine the pathological connection 
between chronic diarrhea and sore eyes, even if they shali be satistied 
that his conclusions are correct. 

A President should find enough ‘to engage his attention without at- 
tempting to correct errors of fact of a co-ordinate branch of the Goy- 
ernment in a matter involving less than $100 a year. 

If these reviews and revisions were in the interest of an honest admin- 
istration of Government, to prevent the robbery of the public Treasury or 
to compel the observance of good faith on the part of the Government, 
there would be nocomplaint; but when the great affairs of State go unat- 
tended, when our foreign commerce receives little or no notice from the 
Executive, when our hardy fishermen on our northern coast are insulted 
and plundered by a neighboring nation with scarcely a passing remark 
from the Executive office, our financial affairs in a deplorable condition 
and intrusted toa bank clerk, that the President may raise an issue with 
Congress on a question whether a soldier did or did not receive his dis- 
ability in the line of duty, or whether he was sound or unsound when 
the Government accepted and received his services in its great war, the 
people have just cause of complaint. 

The people are slow to complain of their Chief Magistrate. He rep- 
resents the sovereignty of the people as weil as the States. No matter 
who he may be, norof what political party, for the time being he is en- 
titled to and receives the respectful consideration of all the people; aud 
if the respect that they owe to the Chief Magistrate has induced silence 
on their part, it will be ultimately discovered that they do not want 
their eagle to spend his time catching flies. 

But does the President give to these vetoes of small pensions to our 
disabled soldiers his personal attention? Does he attempt to ascertain 
by a personal examination of the proofs before the committees of the 
House and Senate before he determines the question that must have 
been determined in the affirmative by the committees of Congress be- 
fore the bills could pass? 

It is said that the committees are the eyes and ears of Congress. It 
is through that source that facts are brought in an official way to Con- 
gress. Who performs this service for the Executive? We know as 
matter of fact that the President does not give his personal attention 
to these bills. As I have said, it is physically impossible he should 
do so. If he attempts it in one case he must inall. If one applicant 
for special relief receives the attention of the Executive in the consi(- 
eratia of his claim, it is but just and fair that all others should. 
This he can not do, even if he should devote himself, as it is claimed 
he does, on the Fourth of July and other holidays to the examination 
of these bills. 

The committees of Congress charged with the eramination of these 
cases call on the Pension Bureau for the evidence filed in that bares. 
Such evidence is transmitted to the committees. The applicant files 
such other evidence as he can get and all the evidence that can be pr 
duced. The committees act, and when the bill one House the 
evidence is sent to the committee of the other House, and when the 
bill is ready to go to the President the evidence received from the !’e0- 
sion Bureau, and that only, is returned to that office. Whatever my 
have been before the committee not received from the Pension Pure." 
is not sent. When the President receives the bills he sends them 
the Secretary of the Interior, and he to the Commissioner of Pens!0"s, 


examination. 
Heretofore it has been the practice of the Department of the Inter” 
to examine only as to the form of the bill to ascertain whether it wou! 
or would not secure to the soldier what Congress by the bill eviden\') 
intended he should have. If correct in form it was sent back tor ¢® 
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ecutive approval. ‘The practice now is to submit the bill to clerical in- 

tion in the Pension Bureau, and aclerk makes up a synopsis cf the 
evidence in that bureau, which, with such remarks as he chooses to make, 
js transmitted to the President with the bill. Thus it appears that 
the discretion and judgment of Congress is subject to the review of i. 
inferior clerk in a bureau of the Government. It may be that the very 
clerk who has in the first instance examined and rejected the claim for 
pension passes 01 the question whether Congress ought or ought not to 
have granted a pension. ' 

Many of the cases contain a large amount of evidence contradictory 
in character, requiring much time and patience to sift the truth from 
the abundance of material which must be examined. 

The clerk being informed of the former action of the bureau, even 
if he has had nothing himself to do with it, can readily, and in most 
cases will, without intending so to do, color the character of the synop- 
sis so as to give the President an impression not warranted by the facts 

roven. 

. It is apparent by an examination of the several vetoes sent to Con- 

that either the committees and Congress have been in error as to 
condition of the soldier, the service rendered, and all the material facts 
necessary and proper to consider in determining whether the relief 
should bé’granted or not, or the President has been in error. 

Congress can quite as correctly determine what the facts are ina case 
as the Executive, and it by no means follows because the President 
vetoes the bill and asserts a different state of facts from that stated by 
the committee in its report to Congress that the President is right and 
the committees and Congress wrong. 

An issue of fact is at once raised between the Executive and Con- 
gress. Who is to be the final arbitrator? It must be apparent to all 
that such a condition of affairs ought not to be brought lhghtly about. 
Such differences between co-ordinate branches of the Government are 
not calculated to promote that harmonious relation between co-ordinate 
branches of the Government indispensable to good government. 

If such differences must arise they should on!y arise in matters of 
great importance and when they can not be avoided without great det- 
riment to the public service. 

Fortunately in our history controversies of this character have rarely 
ever occurred, and then only concerning matters of great public in- 
terest. 

If the President has doubts about a bill presented for his approval 
he should submit it to his Cabinet; and I doubt whether any of his 
illustrious predecessors ever sent a veto message to Congress that had 
not been submitted to his Cabinet. I hardly think from the insignifi- 
cance of the sams involved, as well as the character of some of the 
messages transmitting these vetoes, that this rule has been observed in 
reference to recent vetoes. 

Insinuations in the veto messages of the soldier’s lack of soldierly 
qualities, a charge that his application was a scheme to rob the public 
Treasury, would seem to be out of place in a case where Congress had 
declared that there was sufficient merit to justify the special interposi- 
tion of Congress making provision for his relief. 

Justice to the applicant who was a soldier (whether he is entitled to 
a pension or not) should deter the Executive from speaking lightly of 
his service or sneeringly of his wounds or disabilities. It is bad enough 
that a soldier who has served his country and who believes he is en- 
titled to a pension should be refused that boon without accompanying 
such refusal with insult and contumely. Accident, partiality, or good 
fortune may elevate one man to high public station, while another 
with equal merit may remain in the humblest obscurity. The differ- 
ence is one of station and not of worth. 

Official elevation adds nothing of value to head or heart; and all offi- 
cial declarations of and concerning the great and respectable class of 
people who hold no official position should be couched in language im- 
plying no inferiority or lack of moral worth in them. 

Great injustice may be and doubtless has been done to worthy and 

deserving men, whose only crime appears to be in believing that serv- 
ice in the Army of the United States entitles them to receive a pension 
from the Government that they faithfully served, by the harsh language 
of the President in reply to these claimants suffering with disease and 
disability that at least they claim were received in the service of the 
Government. They are entitled to courtesy and kindness at the hands 
of every Department of Government. If they must continue in want 
and distress they at least ought not to be subjected to insults and con- 
tumely at the hands of the officials of the Government that they did 
their part to save and preserve. 
_ Contumely and reproach ought not to be heaped on them until there 
is better evidence of their misconduct than is afforded to the Presi- 
dent by the examination of a clerk in the Pension Office or a special 
examiner in the field. 

I do not think it can be said that there has been reckless legislation 

pensions; certainly not beyond the ability of the Govern- 
ment to meet. With an overflowing Treasury, with an income greatly 
beyond the needs of the Government, there ought to be no complaint 
about lavish expenditures in the interest of our sick and disabled sol- 
diers, their widows or orphans. 

The Government receives every week-day over a million of dollars, 
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Every minute of time during the three 


hundred and thirteen working days of the year there drops into the 
coffers of the Government nearly enough to pay the pensions of ninety 


atteinpting to save in that direction. 
it is not that kind of economy that sends the soldier to the pauper’s 
home or consigns his widow and children to privation and want. 


ments of Government should be characterized with dignity 
and courtesy; free from contemptuous or discourteous terms. 
cisms, sneers, criticisms, reprimands, or rebukes ought not to find place 
in an official communication—certainly not in a veto message. 
tions of ‘*quorum”’ or the proper and orderly procedure of the legis- 
lative branch of the Governzent, not being subject to the review or 
revision of the Executive, are not mattezs either for his approval or 
disapproval. 
passed in accordance with the formaliiies required in such cases. 


private soldiers for a month, and had the President signed all the bills 
passed during the Forty-ninth Congress granting pensions to all classes 
of people who were supposed by Congress to be entitled to Govern- 
ment aid the whole annual sum could be paid by the income of one- 
third of a day, and all that has been saved by the vetoes could be paid 
by the income of the Government for one half-hour. 


Surely a Government so great and so rich will not honor itself by 
If there is necessity for economy 


It has been said that there are now within the walls of public poor- 


houses seven thousand men who served the Government in the hour of 
its danger and distress for the paltry wages of a soldier. 
true Congress has not been lavish in its grant of special aid to that de- 
serving class, whose claim on the Government is not for what they are 
but for what they did. 


If this be 


All communications between the executive and the legislative depart- 
rankness, 
Witti- 


Ques- 


Each House must of ‘tse)* determine whether the bill 


I regret that the President appears in some instances to have departed 


from the rules here laid down, which I think have been studiously ob- 
served by his predecessors. 
inattention on his part, and not intended as a discourtesy to a co-ordi- 


It is to be hoped that this has arisen from 


nate branch of the Government. 
Keeping in view the rules that I have laid down in reference to the 


character of communications between the different departments of Gov- 
ernment, and desiring to keep within the spirit of that rule, I have not 


attempted to impugn the motives of the Executive, nor to speak lightly 


of his work; but to point out the error into which he has fallen in sup- 
posing it to be his province to participate in legislation and his duty to 


review the action of Congress in matters of comparative unimportant 


details. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7480) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 2d instant approved and signed the act (S. 2794) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act for the erection and construction of a public building 
at Oxford, Miss.,’’ approved July 12, 1882. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House requested the return of the bill (S. 2056) to 
amend the pension laws by increasing the pension of soldiers and sailors 
who have lost an arm or leg in the service. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I submit the conference report on the river and 
harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. HOAR. I inquire whether the rule of the Senate demands that 
the portions of that bill which have been read already not only when 
it passed the Senate but on a former report of a conference committec 
should be read again, or whether only those portions shall be read 
which are affected by the former disagreement of the two Houses? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The whole of this report must be read, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEy in the chair). The 
Chair thinks the whole of the report should be read. 

Mr. HOAR, I suggest that only the points of disagreement need be 
read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
any of it before. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that this bill was read through when it 
passed. Itis not the ordinary case of a bill amended in certain par- 
ticulars, but a new draught of the entire bill was substituted as one 
amendment. Then when the first disagreement took place that was 
read to the Senate, and now the Senate will have all the substance if 
what is found in the conference report on those parts of the bill about 
which the two Houses have heretofore disagreed is read. I submit 


Let the report be read through. I did not hear 
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that when a bill has been read twice it is pretty hard on the rest of the 
Senators to take two or three hours to read it over again for mere form 
because one highly respected and esteemed Senator absented himself 
from his seat when the rest of the Senate listened to it before and de- 
mands now that it shall be read because he has not heard it before. 
Still, of course, it is within the power of any Senator to object. 

I ask unanimous consent that so much of the bill as is not the sub- 


ject of disagreement be omitted in the reading. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a most extraordinary proposition, Mr. 
President. We do not know without reading this report whether this 
report contains the parts of the bill that were read before or whether 
it doesnot. This is not the report that was read before. It is a new 
report. It may contain, a‘:d probably does in pointof fact, a very large 
part of what was read before and of which it was said there was no 
point of disagreement. I certainly do not wish to insist on anything 
that will give any discomfort to anybody, but it seems to me that it 
isa very dangerous way to legislate, havinga new report here, to leave 
it te the Chair or to the committee or to somebody to say how much of 
it or of some other report is or is not embraced in this, and to only read 
what is new. 

Mr. HOAR. Everybody I think understands it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the reading proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that so much of the bill as has not been in wontro- 
versy before this report be omitted in the reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Every single item in the bill was in controversy, 
for we changed every item. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. SEWELL. Before the reading goes on, will the Senator from 
Minnesota allow me to call up a message from the House requesting 
the return of a bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. 


ARMLESS OR LEGLESS PENSIONERS—RECALL OF A BILL. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask tocall up the message of the House of Repre- 
sentatives requesting the return of a general pension bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
a message from the House, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, August 3, 1886. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return to the 
House the bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions 
of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the service, 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the request of the House be granted 
and the bill returned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that motion? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask leave to withdraw the objection I interposed to 
the consideration of Senate joint resolution 82 making additional ap- 
propriation for purchase of site for Congressional Library. The Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEESs] is so much interested in the matter 
and I defer to his judgment and his wish about it, and therefore with- 
draw my objection to the consideration of the resolution. 


ARMLESS OR LEGLESS PENSIONERS—RECALL OF A BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chait wishes to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to an order just made. He feels a hesitation about 
executing the order without the Senate knowing the situation. The 
House of Representatives has recalled the bill (8. 2056) to amend the 
pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiersand sailors who have 
lost an arm or leg in the service for amendment. The bill has been 
enrolled, and the Chair has signed the enrolled bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And it has been signed by the Speaker also? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been signed by the Speaker 
of the House and the President of the Senate and is ready to be pre- 
sented to the President of the United States. The Chair is in doubt 
whether the bill is in such a condition that the Chair can withhold it. 
It is for the Senate to say. The Chair would not feel at liberty to do 
so without the unanimous consent of the Senate, his signature to the 
bill having been announced. 

Mr. HARRISON. Do I understand the Chair that the bill was a 
Senate bill or a House bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A Senate bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has it been signed by the Speaker? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By the Speaker of the House and 
by the presiding officer of the Senate. 

Mr. SEWELL. The case is simply this: There was an amendment 
offered and adopted, as I believe, but it did not appear in the engrossed 
bill. The House desire to put that amendment in. There is no pos- 
sible objection to the amendment. It simply removes a duplication | ™e@ 
of words in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill would have to be re-en- 


rolled and resigned. As a matter of course it can not be altered after 
the signature is attached. 


AUGUST 3, 
a, 

Mr.SEWELL. I should Vhink the presiding officer could strike }, 
signature out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The way that has been done, I think, hit} 

I remember one or two instances—has been that by a concurren: 
lution the enrollment of the bill was agreed to be canceled, both Hoy. 
agreeing to it, and then the bill, of course, wouid be open to recons; 
ation as an engrossed bill in whichever House it then belonged, a 
matter could be reached; but it certainly requ.zs concurrent ; 

both Houses to change the bill now that it is enrolled. Someti; 
unanimous consent it has been agreed to direct the Secretary of the Ser. 
ate or Clerk of the House to put in something omitted, but t}, ; 
way is by concurrent resolution to set aside the enrollment 

leaves the bill open. 

Mr. SEWELL. That requires a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would not fee! 
to change an enrolled bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire if the bill is effective as it js? 

Mr. SEWELL. It is complete as itis. The desired chang 
necessary to avoid tautology. It is of no consequence really 
the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I would not disturb the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only be done by unanimoys 
consent by destroying the present enrolled bill by the order 
Houses. 

Mr. SEWELL. I think in order to satisfy the House we had } 
have unanimous consent that the bill be returned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the enrolled bill | 
to the House of Representatives? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They can noterase the signature of the President 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator had better have the House no- 
tified of the condition of the bill, that it has been signed by the pre 
siding officer, and that we have no power to do anything further with it. 

Mr. SEWELL. Well, I ask that that be done, that the House be 
notified that the presiding officer of the Senate lias signed the bill, and 
it is too laf to interrupt proceedings upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Houx 
will be advised of the present situation of the bill. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference on the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for th 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other pu ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the conference repor 
will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. CALL. I ask if the bill is required to be read entirely through 
from beginning to end ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report is called 
for. 

Mr. CALL. I make the point of order. It seems to me that it is 
not in order to read that bill through from beginning to - i. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole bill having been i 
pute between the two Houses, and the report embracing the 
any Senator has a right to demand its reading. 

Mr. CALL. I do not understand that the whole of that 
been in controversy. I understand that certain amendments mad 
the Senate were disagreed tc by the House. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was but one amendment, and 
that was an entire substitute for the House bill, and a substitute 1s re 
ported now for that amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon. 

The reading of the report was continued and concluded, 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Bon sonthe 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7480) “ making appropriations !or 
bors,and for ether purposes’ having sane ce 

to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 1s 0! lo 


eeieae recede from its d ment to the amendment of thes 
with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the enacting clause 6 


sert the following: P 
numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagrecmen:* 

the amendment of the Senate num bered land agreeto the same with a an amend 

ment as follows : Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the !o0" 


hat the following sums of money be,and are hereby. appropri: ated, to 
_ out of any money in the ury not otherwise ap pagpropri ated, and t 
on ee vse melee Rey eater eed Be the construc mn, 
completion, repair,end aes me of the pub Reg herein name: a: 
eee ee Me.: Contin improvement, $22,5 
Improving ae — mouth of Saco River, Maine: Contin 


provement and 
Improving harbor at Me.: Continuing improvement, 939,00. 
_lmproving the channel in Back Cove, Portland, Me.: Continuing improve 


he a peered ft bene a vement, $15,000 2 
inp tapromaens soa Si Littie Harbor New Hampabire: Contin’ 
enrne harbor “=p 

nt, $18.75 
ee oe SSS aie onan t be built 02 
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the 12-foot curve mentioned in the papers accompanying the report of the Sec- 

retary of War to the Senate dated March 1, 1886 (Executive Document No. 81, 

Forty-niuth Congress, first session), $18,750. : Sere : 
Improving harbor at Boston, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $56,250; of 

which $18,750 are to be expended at Fort Point Channe!,on Part A, below Con- 
or) t bridge. 

a menne harbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 
Improving harbor at Nantucket, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. | 


Improving Hyannis Harbor, Massachusetts, $10,000. po 
Improving harbor at Newburyport, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $37,500, 
Improving harbor at Wareham, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $15,000, 
Improving harbor at Plymouth, Mass.: Continuing improvement, 36,000. 
Improving harbor at Hingham, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 
Improving harbor at Provincetown, Mass. : Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Improving harbor at Gloucester, Mass., $5,000; of which $2,000, or so much as 
may be needed, for a survey, and remainder on Babson’s Ledge. \ 
For the national harbor of refuge of the first class at Sandy Pay: Continuing 
improvement, $100,000, aS er et 
Improving harbor at Scituate, Mass. : Continuing, tinprovement, $10,000. ; 
Improving harbor at Westport, Mass.: Contizuing improvement, $1,000, for 
sand-fence. ee i sf 
Improving harbor at Wood's Holl, Mass,: Continuing improvement, $14,500. 
Improving harbor at Block Island, Rhode Isiand: Continuing improvement, 
$20,000; of which $8,000 shall be expended on the breakwater and $12,000 on the 

inner harbor. Me iy: ee i 
Improving harbor at Newport, R.I.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving harbor at Bridgeport, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
Improving harbor at Black Rock, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving breakwater at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, 

$75,000, 

? Improving harbor at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
Improving harborat New London, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving harbor at Norwalk, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Improving harbor at Stonington, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
Improving harbor at Stamford, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.:Continuing improvement, and repairs on 

the outer break water, $112,500. 

Improving Buttermilk Channel, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $56,250. 

a" breakwater at Rouse’s Point, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, 

000. 
eImproving harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
Improving harbor at Canarsie Bay, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
am harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs, 
250, 

ane harbor at Flushing Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
0,000, 

ar channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 

$7,500, 

a harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 

$16,875. 

Improving harbor at Greenport, New York: Continuing improvement, 


ano harbor at Little Sodus Bay, New Vork: Continuing improvement, 
$12,500, 

Improving harbor at Oak Orchard, N. Y.: Continuing improvement by re- 
pairs, $12,500. 
ons harbor at Olcott, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs, 

Improving harbor at Wilson, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Ogdensburg, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000; 
which, together with the amount on hand, is to be used in removing obstructions 
from the mouth of the Oswegatchee and continuing the excavation at the lower 
harbor up stream. 

Improving harbor at Oswego, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $71,250; of 
wien $56,250 to be used in repairs and $15,000 in continuing work on the har- 

r. 

Improving harbor at Rondout, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving harbor at Saugerties, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
an harbor at Sheepshead Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 

000, 

Improving New York Harbor, New York: To secure a 30-foot channel at mean 
low water at the Sandy Hook entrance of the harbor, upon such plan as the Sec- 
retary of War may approve, $750,000. 

Improving channel between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, New 
York and New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

mene harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 

4 . 


Improving harbor at Plattsburg, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Fora more thorough and definite survey and examination of the harbor at 
Atlantic City, N. J., with a view to making a harbor of refuge at that point, 
$5,000; said examination and survey to be made by a board consisting of three 
United States engineers. 

Improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: Continuing improvement, and also for the im- 
provement of said harbor as recommended by the Chief of Engineers January 
13, 1885, $37,500: Provided, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to receive and accept for the United States, from the 
marine hospital of Erie, Pa., the title tothe peninsula of Presque Isle, at Erie 
Pa., as tendered by the said marine hospital, agreeably to the provisions of an 
act of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania approved May 11,1871: And 
provided further, That $22,500 of said sum shall not be expended until the afore- 
said title shall be accepted by the Secretary of War. 

rine ice-harbor at Marcus Hook, Pennsylvania: Continuing improve- 
men 000, 

The Secretary of War is authorized to cede to the city of Chester, Pa., the upper 
and lower piers located in said city and extending into the Delaware River, and 
formerly used as an ice-harbor. 

Improving Delaware breakwater, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $5,- 


Improving ice-harbor at New Castle, Del. : Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving harbor at Wilmington, Del.: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 
Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 
Improving harbor at Breton Bay, land: Continuing improvement, $6,500. 
For continuing the improvement of the Potomac River in the vicinity of 
Ww. m, with reference to the improvement of navigation, the establish- 
ment of harbor-lines, and the raising of the flats, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War and in accordance with existing plans, $375,000: Provided, That 
ho part of the sum hereby app riated shall be expended upon or with refer- 
enee to any place in respect of which the title of the United States is in doubt, 
or in respect to which any claim adverse to the United States has been made. 
Meee ting harbor at Norfolk, Va., and improving approach to Norfolk Harbor 
and the States navy-yard at Norfolk: Continuing improvement by 


was the channel of Eliza River to the port-warden’s line on the eastern 
shail between Lambert's Point Light and Fort Norfolk, $187,500; of which $50,000 
be expended in improving the harbor, and $137,500 in widening the chan- 
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to the port-warden’s line on the eastern side, between 
rt Norfolk, beginning at Lambert's Point Light 
proving h ( o nt, $15,000. 
I roving ha ( a: f ry improvement 
et < N i i | 
Improving harborat Cl Carolina 
Continuing 
Imp iw ‘ 
I I ‘ ‘ ‘ 
I r I “A ( 
It r 1, « I € 
ment, 
Improving harbor at Sava ih, Ga.: Con . 
Improving harbor at Apalachicola Bay, Florida: ¢ 
$12,000; of which $2,000 may, in the discretion of the S etary of W 
pended at the Carabello or Crooked Rive 
_ For examination and rvey of the « ) Ix Ww 
$2,500. 
Improving x. Fla.: Contin Y ) $ ) 
Improving y, Fla ng imp ment 100 
I roving s, Fia., $ ”) 
ving harbo Ala.: ¢ n 1 
ving hs Bay, Mississipy ( iing improvement ». 
500; which sum, together with the money on hand heretofore appropr \ fox 
the roadstead, is hereby directed to be u Jin deepe gt cha i ils 
sissippi Sound to the wharves at Bilox 
Improving Arkansas Pass and Bay up to Rockport and Corpus Christi, Tex 
Continuing improvems $101,200 
Improving Brazos Santiago Harbor, Texas: Con ling imp 7 
500. 


Improvement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing 
ment, $500,000. 

Improving Pass Cavallo, Texas: Cor 

Improving Sabine Pass and Biue Bu 
ment, $198,750. 

Improving ship-channe 
Channel: Continuing improv 
maining of the money heretofore appropriated for this work is hereby directed to 
be expended by the Secretary of War in the completion of said channel, in ac- 
cordance with the plans heretofore adopted, and in marking out said channel 


by piles or stakes, so asto enable navigators to find the same without difficulty. 


(hy 


' nt 
tinuing im ment, 


} ty 
sk Bar, Texas: Continuing iu 


lin Galveston Bay, Texas, from Morgan’s Cut to Boli 








ment, for which purpose the balance now re- 














Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvem $30,000. 

Improving harbor at mouth of Black River, Ohio: Continuing improvemen 
$10,000. 

Improving harbor at Cleveland, Ohio, on the last plan projected, $93,750; of 
which $30,000are to be used in building a parapet onthe existing breakwatcr, 
and the $100,000 now on hand to be available for work on the last plan 

Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving harbor at Huron, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $3,000 

Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio: ¢ 
uing improvement, $37,500. 


Improving harbor at Port Clinton. Ohio, by repairs of existing works, $2,000 
For the purpose of acquiring the title to the land adjoining the inner end of 





the west pier built by the United States for the improvement of the harbor at 
Port Clinton, Ohio, the Secretary of War shall negotiate with the owner or own- 
ers of the land for the purchase thereof at a reasonable price, to be approved by 
Congress; and if an agreement as to price can not be made with the owner, 
then the value of the same shall be ascertained in the mode provided by the 
laws of Ohio for the condemnation of lands for public uses in that State, the re- 
sult of said proceedings of condemnation, if taken, to be reported to the next 
Congress for its approval. 

Improving harbor at Sandusky City, Ohio, by dredging the channel through 
the outer bar and within the bay; and for this purpose the money appropriated 
by act of July 5, 1884, now on hand, is hereby made available, and the further 
sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated. ; 

Improving harbor at Toledo, Ohio: Continuing inaprovement of the Maume 
River by a straight channel along such line as may be approved by the Secretar 
of War, $112,500; and the balance of the $25,000 heretofore appropriated are 
hereby made available for clearing the old channel 

Improving harbor at Vermillion, Ohio: Continuing improvement, 

Improving harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, $56,250 
of which sum $1,875 are to be used on the inner harbor. 

Improving harbor at Calumet, Il!l.: Continuing improvement, 

Improving harbor at Chicago, Ill.: Continuing improvement, 

Improving harbor at Waukegan, Ill.: Continuing improvement, 220,000. 

Improving harbor at Charlevoix and entrance to Pine Lake, Michigan: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Cheboygan, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving harbor at Frankfort, Mich., by extensioy of pie: 
tinuing improvement, $7,000. 

improving harbor at Grand Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $30,000, 
a Improving harbor of refuge at Grand Marias, Mich. : 
$26,250. 


improving harbor at Ludington, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $56,250, 
i 
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3.00 





$10,000. 
$75,000. 





sandrepairs: Con- 


Continuing improvement, 





Improving harbor at Manistee, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 
Improving harbor at Marquette, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving harbor at Monroe, Mich.: By repairs, $2,000. 

Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 
Improving harbor at Ontonagon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $13,000. 
Improving harbor at Pentwater, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving harbor at Portage Lake, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving and repairing harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Mich.: Continu ng 
improvement, $75,000; of which not exceeding $45,000 are to be used in r« pairs. 
Improving harbor at Saint Joseph, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $1 ) 
Improving harbor at Saugatuck, Mich.: To complete improvement, $8,000 
Improving harbor at South Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $5,000, 
Improving harbor at White River, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 
Improving harbor at Black Lake, Mich.: Continuing improve 
Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.: Continuing 
no part ofsaid sum is to be expended until the wharf 
piers at that port shall be made free. 
Improving harbor at Green Bay, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $7,000. 
Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving harbor at Kewaunec, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $10, 000. 
Improving harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving harbor at Menomonee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $3,000 
Improving harbor of refuge at Milwaukee, Wis.: Continuing improvement 
on bay and harbor, $60,000. 
Improving harbor at Oconto, Wis,: Continuing improvement, $8,000 
Improving harbor at Port Washington, Wis. : ¢ ontinuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving harbor at Racine, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $10,000 
Improving harbor at Superior Bay and Saint Louis Bay, Wisconsin: ¢ 
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ing improvement, $22,500; and the engineer in charge, in his next annual report, Improving Choptank River, Maryland: Continuin 
shall submit an estimate of the costof a dredge-boat or other facilities that may Improving Corsica Creek, Maryland: Continuing improvement, $10.00 
be needed for dredging the harbors of Duluth and Superior. Thirteen thou- For rebuilding piers at Battery Island, head of the Chesapeake Bay. w};..) 
sand five hundred dollars of the money hereby appropriated are to be expended | were carried away by ice, strengthening and protecting the works at tijat ,,, ; 
in dredging in said Superior Bay and Harbor, and in repairing piers at natural | from future destruction, $17,275. = point 
entry, and $9,000 in dredging Saint Louis Bay, along the dock-line on the Wis- Improving Susquehanna River, Maryland and Pennsylvania: Contin, 
consin shore, from deep water at Connor’s Point toward deep water at Grassy | improvement, $6,000; to be expended above the Philadelphia, Wilmingto,, and 
Point. Baltmere Railroad bridze. si 
Improving harbor at Sheboygan, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. Improving Pocomoke River, Maryland : Continuing and completing improve. 
Improving harbor at Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, | ment, $8,000. 

$5,000. Improving, by dredging and otherwise, the inland water way from ())j;,,, 
teague Bay, Virginia, to Delaware Bay at or near Lewes, Del., to be used ¢; na 


g improvement, $10,109, 


Improving harbor at Ashland, Wis. : Continuing improvement. $22,500. 
The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three | Chincoteague Bay to Indian River Bay, $18,750. ae * 
engineers from the United States Army whose duty it shall be to examine, in Improving Appomattox River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, ¢/s 75 
all their relations to commerce the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canal, Improving Chickahominy River, Virginia: Continuing improvement. §; (9 
connecting the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in the State of Wis- Improving James River, Virginia: Continuing improvement below Rich 51.) 
consin, with a view to making the samea free passage way and harbor of refuge, | $112,000. ; as : 
to consider their value, and all other matters connected with their usefulness to Improving Mattaponi River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $5,000 
navigation, and which shail give information as to the expediency of the work Loproving New River, Virginia: Continuing improvement bet ween the lead. 
and the desirability of theiracquisitionand improvement. Thesaid board shall | mines, in Wythe County, and the mouth of Wilson’s Creek, in Grayson County 
report to the Secretary of War, who shall lay its report before Congress at its | $10,000, together with the $3,000 now on hand. _ ve 
next session, together with the views ot himself and the Chief of Engineers ot Improving Pamunky River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, % a» 
the United States Army thereon; and $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- Improving Rappahannock River, Virginia: Continuing improvement $20.- 
sary, is hereby appecpeness for this purpose. 000. . 7 
Improving harbor at Duluth, Minn.: Continuing improvement, and enlarging Improving Staunton River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $10,000: one. 
basin between Minnesota and Kice’s Points, $56,250; of which a sum notexceed- | half of which is to be expended between the mounth of Pig River and the Miq. 
ing $500 may be used in placing buoys in the channels and elsewhere where | land Railroad Crossing. 
needed in the harbor; and the consent of the United States is hereby given to Improving York River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 
a change of existing dock-line on the east side of Rice’s Point by the municipal Improving Dan River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $10,000 
authorities of Duluth: Provided, That such change meets the approval of the Improving Big Sandy River, West Virginia and Kentucky: Continuing jm. 
Secretary of War. rovement, $30,000; of which sum $3,750 are to be expended on Tug Fork. jy 
Improving harbor at Grand Marais, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. Vest Virginia, and $3,750 on Lavisa Fork,in Kentucky. __ 
Improving harbor at Agate Bay, Minn., $22,500. Improving Buckhannon River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, ¢) - 
Improving harbor at Lake City, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 500. earn a. 
Improving harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cal.: Continuing improvement, Improving Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
$75,000: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended untii the 12 acres | $187,500. 
of iand necessary tosaid improvement shall have been conveyed to the United 
States free of expense, and such conveyance has been approved by the Secretary 
of War, after the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to | amount heretofore appropriated is made available for this purpose 
the Secretary of War that the title is perfect. Improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $60,000. $16,875; of which $1,875 shall be used in continuing the improvement of nayiga 
The sum of $11,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- | tion above the west fork. But no toll shall be collected by any person or cor. 
priated for a survey of San Francisco Harbor, San Pablo Bay, Suisun Bay, Strait | poration for this improved navigation; and such right, if any exist, shall i 
of Carquinez, mouth of San Joaquin River, and mouth of Sacramento River, | relinquished, in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War, before the expen- 
California. diture of any of the money herein appropriated for this work. 
Improving harbor at Red Wood, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $14 - 
The sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- | 750; of which sum $11,250 are to be expended above Wilmington, the r 
priated for examination, survey, and estimated cost of obtaining a channel 250 below and opposite the city of Wilmington, including as much of its no: 
feet wide and 24 feet deep at mean low water across the outer bar, and from | branch as lies in front of Wilmington, within the city limits. 
thence to a point abreast of beacon No. 2, in San Diego Harbor, California; also, Improvi.ig Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
of obtaining a navigable channel at least 8 feet in depth at mean low water at 000, , 
Newport Harbor, California; also, of the establishment of a break water extend- Improving Currituck Sound, Coanjok Bay, and North River Bar, North (ar- 
ing in a southeasterly direction one-fourth of a mile, more or less,along the | olina: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
sunken reef commencing at or near Whaler’s Point, so called, at San Luis Obispo Improving Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement. $22.50, 
Harbor, California. Improving New River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10) 
Improving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $75,000. Improving Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: Completing improve- 
Improving harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $75,000. | ments, $5,000. 
Improvement of the harbor at entrance of Coos Bay, Oregon, $33,750. Improving Black River, North Carolina, $3,000: Provided, That all claims of 
Improving Lubec Channel, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000. private parties to the navigation of the river shall be ceded to the United States, 
Improving Moosebec Bar, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000. free of charge, before the commencement of said improvement. 
Improving Penobscot River, Maine: Continuing improvement, by widening Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $2) - 


a channel opposite Bangor and removing obstructions near Crosby's Narrows, | 000. Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be: 
15,000, 


| sary, of the aforesaid $20,000 shall be used for the purpose of removing obstruc 
Improving Saco River, Maine, $12,500. tions in Thoroughfare and Coshoke Creek. 
Improving Narragaugus River, Maine, $10,000. Improving Trent River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $3.4") 
Improving Cocheco River, New Hampshire: Continuing improvement, $10,000. Improving Dan River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement betwee! 
Improving Ipswich River, Massachusetts, $2,500. Madison, N.C.,and Danville, Va., $10,000. 
Improving Warren River, Rhode Island, $5,000. Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10." 
Improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Isiand: Continuing improvement, $30,000, Improving the inland water way between Beaufort Harbor and New iver 
Improving Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island: Continu- | North Carolina, through Bogue Sound, $10,000. 
ing imprevement, $30,000, 


Improving Ashley River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $1.’ 
For removing Green Jacket Shoal, Providence River, Rhode Island, $26,250. Improving Edisto River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement,S).\"' 
Improving Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island, $12,000. Improving Great Pee Dee River, South Carolina: Continuing improve 
Improving Connecticut River below Hartford, Conn.: Continuing improve- 000, ; 
ment, $26,250. Improving Salkehatchie River, South Carolina: Continuing improvemen' 
Improving Housatonic River, Connecticut, $5,000. $2,000. 


Improving Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $22,500. Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $15.7 
Improving East Chester Creek, New York : Continuing improvement, $10,000. | no part of which sum to be used for the construction of any road-bridge actos 


Improving Hudson River, New York: Continuing improvement, $26,230; of the Mosquito Creek Canal: Provided, That if salt water be found flowing into 


which $15,000 may be used for the removal of the rock in channel at Van Wie’s | said Mosquito Creek, $5,000 0f said sum, or so much thereof as may be neces-4'y 


Point. | shall be used for the construction of a flood-gate at upper end of the cana’! 
Improving Newtown Creek and Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, | prevent the same. ae 
$37,500; of which $9,375 to be expended on west branch between Maspethave- | Improving Waccamaw River, South Carolina: Continuing improvements 
nue and Dual Bridge, at Grand street and Metropolitan avenue; $9,375 to be | 000. bs 
expended on main branch between Easterly Grand street bridge to Metropolitan Improving Wappoo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, ©." : 
avenue; and balance on lower end, from Maspeth avenue to the mouth of the Improving Wateree River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 9. 
creek. Improving Congaree River, South Carolina, $7,500. ; 
Improving Hell Gate, New York: Continuing improvement, $112,500. Improving Altahama River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $20." P 
Improving Narrows at Lake Champlain, New York, from Benson, Vt., to | which $10,000 are to be used on Doboy Bar, or so much thereof as may ber 
canal locks at Whitehall, N. Y., $30,000, essary. a ; 
Improving Ticonderoga River, New York: Continuing improvement, $2,000. Imrroving Chattahoochee River, Georgia and Alabama: Continuing improve 
Improving Maurice River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $5,000. ' ment, $20,000, re - 
Improving Passaic River, New Jersey : Continuing improvement, $26,250; of | Improving Coosa River, Georgia and Alabama: Continuing improveme™ 
which $2,250 are to be used above Newark. $45,000. 
Improving Raritan River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $26,250. Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $20,000; 0! “0 
Improving Shrewsbury River, New Jersey : Continuing improvement, $10,000. | sum $5,000 are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma, and ¢ 
Improving South River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $5,000. below Albany. be 
Improving Saint Jones River, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $10,000. Improving Ocmulgee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $7.5") 
Improving Nanticoke River, Delaware: Continuing improvement up to and Improving Oconee River i : 
near the town of Laurel, Del., $10,000. of cad oune to be expended between Skull Shoals and the railroad bricee. 
Improving Monongahela River, Pennsylvania and West Virginia: Continu- Improving Romely Marsh, Georgia: To complete improvement.$!7./°: ‘ 
ing improvement, $90,900; but no charges or tolls shall be collected on any other | so much of said sum as may be may be applied by the eng 


necessary 

part of the river on any commerce on said river which originates above the | charge, with the val of the Secretary of War, to pay for work done 08 

works herein appropriated for. improvement, under the direction of the War Department, since the !ast 611" 
For beginning the construction of a dam at Herr’s Island, in the Allegheny | priation was exhausted. , alll 

River, near Pittsburgh, Pa., $37.500. orn Savannah River below Augusta, Ga.: Continuing improve™’™ 
Improving Allegheny River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, $30,000. | $15,000. — 
Improving Schuylkill River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, § 7 Improving Apalachicola River, Florida: Continuing improvement, es one 

750. Improving Caloosahatchee River, Florida: Continuing improvemen! * 

Im Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama: Continuits © 


Improving Elk River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement $1,500 
Improving Guyandotte River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement 


the 


ia: Continuing improvement, $9.00; #5” 
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Improving Delaware River, Pennsylvania and New Jersey: Continuing im- 


provement from Trenton to its mouth, $210,000; of which $30,000 shall be applied ee 000; of which sum $5,000 to be expended below Genevs, * 
" improving the channel between Camden, N.J., and Philadelphia, Pa., and _ to be expended Geneva and Newton, .ila. 


between 5 catne Sate 
.500, or so much thereof as may be shall aded on said river and mproving Conecuh-Escambia River, Florida and Alabama: Continwné® 
its tidal tribuariesabove dau ee provement, $12,00, : 
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Improving Tennessee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little Muscle Shoals, and 
Elk River Shoals, Alabama: To complete improvements at these localities, 








oe —_—_——————— EE 


Improving La Grange Bayou, Florida: Continuing improvement, $2,000. | 
Improving Manatee and Pease Rivers, Florida: Continuing improvement, 


i 
$13,000; of which $5,000 may be expended on Pease River. at os ; $262,500 aes ’ ar . 
improving channel over the bar at the mouth of Saint John’s River, Florida: Improving South Fork of Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing im- 
Continuing improvement, $150,000. Uy one, provement, $5,000, : 
Jmproving Suwanee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $5,000. Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $187,500. 
Improving Volusia Bar, Florida: To complete improvement, $7,500. Improving Tradewater River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving Withlacoochee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000. Improving the Falls of the Ohio River at Louisville, Ky.: Continuing ime 


Improving Alabama River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $15,000. provement, according to the last plan of the « eer in charge, and to be first 

Improving Black Warrior River from Tuscaloosa to Daniels Creek, Alabama, | applied to the completion of the work now in progress, $150,000: Provided, That 
(56,250, together with the $47,000 on land; to be expended in accordance with | of that sum $50,000 shall be expended in enlarging the cana 
the plan adopted by the board of engineers. mended in the last report of the engineer in charge. 


DASIN, AS recom- 


| 

| 
Inproving Cahawba River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $7,500: Pro- The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain the value 
vided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until the officer in charge | and commercial importance of the works and property of the Green and Barren 
shall have reported that the railroad and other bridges across said river have | River Navigation Company sit 1ated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in the 
been provided with good and sufficient draw-openings. State of Kentucky, and of the Monong shela Navigation Conrpany, situated on 
Improving Tallapoosa River, Alabama : Continuing improvement, $7,500. | the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania; and in order to acquire 
Improving Warrior River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $18,750; to be | such information the Secretary of War shall appoint a board of three competent 
expended below Tuscaloosa. ee engineers from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, which board 
Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama and Mississippi: Continuing improve- shall in each case report to the Secretary of War, who shall report thereon to 


ment, $18,750; to be expended below Vienna, $11,250; and between Vienna and 
Fulton, $7,500. ee eee - 
Improving Big Sunflower River, Mississippi : Continuing improvement, $5,000; 
of which $2,000 to be expended between Woodburn and Lehrton. the said works. ‘ 
Improving Noxubee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $7 500. Improvement of the Muskingum River, Ohio, between Zanesville and the 
Improving Pascagoula River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, includ- | mouth of the river, and for operating the same, $20,000. And the United States 
ing bar at the mouth, and from there to the mills at Moss Point, $20,000; andthe | hereby accepts from the State of Ohio the said Muskingum Riverimprovement, 
balance of the money now on hand heretofore appropriated for improving Horn | and all the locks,dams,and their appurtenances,and the canals belonging to 
Island Pass is to be ap’ lied to the same purpose. said improvement, and all the franchises and property of every kind, and rights 
Improving Peari River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $17,625; of | in said river, and its improvements, now owned, held, and enjoyed by the State 
which $2,20are to be expended between Edinburg and Carthage, $2,250 between | of Ohio, including all water leases and rights to use water under and by virtue 
Carthage and Jackson, and the remainder below Jackson, including bar at the | of any lease of water now running and in force between the State of Ohio and 
mouth of East Pearl River. all persons using said water, hereby intending to transfer tothe United States 
Improving Steele’s Bayou, Mississippi, including Washington Bayou: Con- | such rights in said leases and contracts as are now owned, held, or reserved by 
tinuing improvement, $2,500. . eh the State of Ohio; but not to affect any right to the use of the water of said 
Improving Tallahatchee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,500. | river now owned and held by the lessees of any water right under any lease or 
Improving Tehula Lake, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $2,000. contract with the State of Ohio. And the United States hereby assumes control 
Improving Yallabusha River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $2,000. of said river, subject to the paramount interest of navigation. The provisions 
Improving Bayou Pierre, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000. of this act, so far as they relate to the Muskingum River,shall not take effect, 
Improving Yazoo River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of | nor shall the money hereby appropriated be available, until the State of Ohio, 
which $5,000, orso much as may be necessary, to be used in repairing snag-boat. | acting by its duly authorized agent, turns overto the United States all property 
Improving Big Black River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000: | ceded by the act of the General Assembly aforesaid, and all persona! property 


Congress at its next succeeding session; and the cost of such examination shall 
be paid out of the sum appropriated by this act for surveys: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed as committing Congress to the purchase of 





































led, That no part of thisappropriation shall be used until the State of Mis- 
sissippi shall have first caused the bridges over said strearm south of the Vicks- 
burg and Meridian Railroad to be so constructed as not to obstruct the navigation 
of said stream. 

Improving Amite River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving Beuf River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, and for closing 
Outlet No. 1, $5,000, 4 

Improving Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000. 

Improving Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Bayou D’Arbonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving Bayou Terrebonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Improving Cypress Bayou and the lakes between Jefferson, Tex., and Shreve- 
port, La., Texas and Louisiana: To complete improvement, $18,000. 

Improving Tensas River and Bayou Macon, Louisiana: Continuing improve- 
ment, $4,000. 

Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing improvement 
from Fulton, Ark., tothe Atchafalaya River, Louisiana, including completing 
the work at Alexandria, $75,000 ; of which sum $25,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, shall be used in making a thorough survey of the river from 
Fulton, Ark., to the Atchafalaya River, and in completing the survey of Bayou 
Pierre, Louisiana. 

Improving Tchefuncte River and Bogue Falia, Louisiana: Continuing im- 
provement, ; to be expended in the improvement of Bogue Falia up to 
Covington. 

Improving Tickfaw River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000; to be 
expended on its navigable tributaries. 

Improving Ouachita River, Louisiana and Arkansas, and Black River, Louisi- 
ana; Continuing improvement, $17,500; of which $7,500, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, for repairing snag-boat Wagner. 

Improving Caleasieu River and Pass, Louisiana: Continuing improvement to 
secure & na@ le channel 8 feet deep over the bars affecting the entrance to 
said river and pass, and for this purpose the money on hand heretofore appro- 
priated for improvement of Calcasieu River is to be used. 

Improving mouth of Brazos River, Texas: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Buffalo Bayou, Texas: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Saint Francis River, Arkansas and Missouri, to the town of Saint 
Francis: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $75,000, ac- 
cording to the plan and recommendations in Appendix V 13, Executive Docu- 
ment 1, Forty-ninth Congress; of which there are to be expended $8,000 at Pine 
Bluff, $13,000 at Fort Smith, and $10,000 at Dardanelles, or so much thereof under 
those sums, respectively, as may be necessary at those points. 

For the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the Arkansas 
River, $19,875; of which sum $1,125, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used tocomplete the survey of the Arkansas River between Little Rock, 
Ark., and Wichita, Kans. 

Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark., $7,000. 

Improving Little Red River. Arkansas, $3,000. 

Improving Black River, Arkansas and Missouri, $5,000. 

Improving Petit Jean River, Arkansas, $3,500. 


Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $18,000; $13,000 


of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to complete the survey of said 
river; the remainder for genera] improvement. 


For removing the rock shoals in Fourche River, Arkansas, situate 4 miles 


south of Perryville, inPerry County, Arkansas, according to the plans of the en 
gineers for creating a 50-foot channel, $5,000. 
Improving Big Hatchee River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement. $3,000, 
Improving Caney Fork River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Improving Clinch River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee and Kentucky : Continuing im- 


vement above Nashville, with a view to secure in the channel a depth of 4 
eet, commencing with the lock at or near the lower island at Nashville, $75,000. 
Cumberland River below Nashville, Tenn. : Continuing improve- 


golmProving French Broad River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $6,- 


Im 
ment, 


improving Hiawasse River, Tennessee: Continuing impre v -ment, $2,500, 





South Fork of Forked Deer River, Tennessee: Continuing im- 
River above Chattanooga, Tenn.: Continuing improve- 


belonging to the improvementaforesaid, and used in its care and improvement, 
and any balance of money appropriated by said State for the improvement of 
said river,and which is not expended on the Lith day of July, 1886, 

Improving Clinton River, Michigan : Continuing improvement, $%,000, 

Improving Detroit River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $37,500. 

Improving Saint Clair Ship-canal, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 
$18,750. 

Improving Saint Mary’s River, Michigan: Continuing improvement by a 
new lock and approaches, $250,000. 

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 

Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $33,750; of 
which $16,875 are to be used above Bay City, and $5,009 in improving the west 
channel along West Bay City. 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineers from the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine in all 
their relations to commerce the two improved water ways known as the Poriage 
Lake and River Improvement Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal, 
Railway, and Iron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the water communication across Keweenaw Point, from Keweenaw Bay to 
Lake Superior, by way of Portage River and lake, in the State of Michigan, 
with a view to making the same a free passage way and harbors of refuge, to 
consider their value and all other matters connected with their usefulness to 
navigation, and which shall give information as to the expediency of the work 
and the desirability of their acquisition and improvement. The said board 
shall report to the Secretary of War, who shall lay its report before Congress at 
its next session, together with the views of himself and the Chief of Engineers 
of the United States Army thereon; and $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated for this purpose. 

Improving Chippewa River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement from the 
Dalles Dam to its mouth, $18,750. . 

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement below Montello, 
on the approved plan, $56,250. And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 
have the examination and survey of the Wisconsin River from Portage to the 
mouth, now being made by a board of engineers, completed as soon as practi- 
cable, and a report thereof made on or before the meeting of the next session of 
Congress. And the sum of $6,000 of the above appropriation, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, may be expended at or near Portage City to prevent the 
overflow of the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox River, so as to prevent in- 
jury tothe Government works on Fox River; and this expenditure may be made 
separately, or, if deemed more economical by the Secretary of War, in adding 
to any protecting works which may be made by the State of Wisconsin. 

Improving Saint Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing improve- 
ment, $7,500. 

Improving Wabash River, Indianaand Illinois: Continuing work on lock and 
dams at Grand Rapids, and on the river from Grand Rapids to its mouth, $60,- 
000, and $9,000 to be expended on the river at Grayville. 

Improving White River, Indiana: Continuing improvement below Hazelton, 
$7 500. 

Improving Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $30,000; of 
which $11,250 are to be used between the Forks and one-half mile east of Ham- 
mond, Ind., $5,625 of which are to be used in dredging the river between the 
Forks and the State line of Illinois and Indiana, anc $5,625 on the riverat Ham- 
mond Ind: Provided, however, That no part of saidsum, nor any sum heretofore 
appropriated, except the said $11,250 for the river above the Forks, shall be ex- 
pended until the entire rightof way, as set forth in Senate Executive Document 
No. 9, second session Forty-seventh Congress, shall have been conveyed to the 

United States free of expense, and the United States shall be fully released from 
all liability for damages to adjacent property-owners, to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of War; and if any of the owners of real estate required to be taken 
or that is damaged for the purpose of straightening or widening that portion of 
the Calumet River for which the appropriation herein is now made, can not be 
induced to convey to the United States such real estate so required, and release 
their claim for damages caused by said improvement, or should the owner or 
owners be incapable of conveying and releasing, or should his or her name or 
residence be unknown, or he or she be a non-resident of the State of Illinois, it 
shall then be the duty of the United States attorney for the northern district of 
lilinois to immediately file a petition in any court having jurisdiction thereof, 
in the manner and as authorized by the laws of the State of Llinoisin such cases, 
for the purpose of ascertaining the just compensation to be paid to the respect- 
ive owners of the land taken or damaged: Provided, however, That the other 
owners <r and parties interested in said improvement shall first exe- 
cute a bond to the United States, to be approved by the Secretary of War, for the 
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sayment of the costs of such proceedings, and to pay any judgment that may 
— ndered therein; and on failure to do so the proceedings shall be dismissed. 

Improving Lilinois River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $112,500; of which 
sum $3,750 may be expended in dredging the river in front of Peoria. 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineers from the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine in 
all their relations to commerce the Illinois and Michigan Canal and the pro- 
posed Hennepin Canal, to consider their value and all other matters connected 
with their usefulness to navigation, and shall report upon the acquisition and 
improvement of the L)linoisand Michigan Canal and the construction of the Hen- 
nepin Canal. The said board shall report to the Secretary of War, whoshall lay 
its report before Congress at its next session, together with the views of himself 
and the Chief of Rngineers of the United States Army thereon; and $15,000, or 
#0 much thereof as may be necessary,is hereby appropriated for this purpose: 
Provided, That nothing in this paragraph shall be construed as committing the 
Government to the said improvement. 

Improving Gasconde River, Missouri: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Osage River, Missouri: Continuing improvement by snagging and 
removing obstructions, $10,000. 

Improving Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement 
from Breckenridge to the northern boundary-line of the United States, includ- 
ing dredging, removal of snags and bowlders, and construction of wing-dams, 
&e., and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby made 
available for this purpose. 

Improving Yellowstone River between Glendive and the mouth, Montana: 
Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Mokelumne River, California, by removing obstructions, $2,500. 

Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $40,000 of the money 
heretofore appropriated for improving said rivers that may remain unexpended 
at the end of the present fiscal year, for snagging and d ing operations and 
the cost of the proceedings hereinafter authorized; also $10,000 to complete 
dredges authorized by act of July 5, 1884; the balance of said unexpended money 
not to be used until the Secretary of War be satisfied that hydraulic mining 
hurtful to navigation has ceased on said rivers and their tributaries. If he be 
not so satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal proceedings as 
may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or discharging 
détritus, débris, or slickens, caused by or arising from such hydraulic mining, 
into either of said rivers or any of its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin River 
or any of its tributaries, or in or to such place or situation from which such 
detritus, débris, or slickens may be liable to be washed or carried by storms or 
floods into either of said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instructed to 
nse out of said sum as much as may be n for said purpose. 

Improving San Joaquin River and Stockton and Mormon Sloughs, California : 
Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving canal at the Cascades, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $187,500. 

Improving the Upper Columbia River, including Snake River, Oregon, and 
Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, $187,500. 

Improving Lower Willamette River, and Columbia River below Portland, 
Oreg.: Continuing improvement, $75,000; of which sum $21,000 for a snag-boat 
to be used on the Willamette and Columbia Rivers, and $5,000 to be expended 
on the river in front of Pertland. 

Improving the Upper Willamette River above Portland, Oreg.: Continuing 
improvement, $10,000. 

Improving Coquille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
go) mapertngs Chehalis River, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, 

2 500, 
aa Cowlitz River, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, 

2.000. 

Improving Skagit, Steilaquamish, Nootsack, Snohomish, and Snoqualmie 
Rivers, Washington Territory : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Continuing improve- 
ment, including necessary work at Omaha, Atchison, Saint Joseph, Fort Leaven- 
worth reservation, Arrow Rock, Kansas City, Plattsmouth, Brownsville, and 
Nebraska City, $375,000; to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, in accordance w**h plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri 
River Commission. 

Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im- 
provement, $60,000, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

For removing obstructions in the Missouri River, $22,500. 

Supeesies the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $375,000; out of which 
sum $37,500 are to be expended at Grand Chain in removing rocks and other ob- 
structions to navigation at that locality; also $18,750 may expended in con- 
structing or aiding in the construction of such an embankment on the south 
side of the Great Miami River, near its junction with the Ohio, as may be neces- 
sary to confine the waters of the Great Miami in floods to the general 
course of its channel at or near the Ohio, to the end that the formation of the 
bar in the Ohio River now forming and obstructing navigation may be arrested ; 
also $37,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of said appropriation shall 
be expended in constructing five ice-piers, pursuant to the present or prospective 
pune of the Chief of Engineers, at or near the following places, to wit: One at 
*omeroy, Ohio; one at Middleport, Ohio; one at Gallipolis, Ohio; and one at 
Ironton, Ohio; and one at or near Ashland, Ky.,on the south side of ihe Ohio 
River: Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
obtain, if he can do so without cost to the United States, perpetual leases or con- 
veyances of the riparian rights of the property-owners at each of said localities, 
in the event said ice-piers, or any one of them, shall be located where there is no 
improved landing-place: And provided further, That at localities where there are 
improved landings he shall first obtain a relinquishmentof wharfage rights and 
dues in favor of water-craft seeking protection from damage by ice; and no 
of thiseppropriation shall be used for such purpose until the fo ing conditions 
are complied with. Also, out of said appropriation for the Ohio River $18,750 for 
removing obstruction at the mouth of Licking River; also $11,250 for complet- 
ing ice-harbor at Four-Mile Bar, near Cincinnati; also $20,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, for Davis Island Dam. 


_For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the headwaters of the Missis- 
sippi River, $37,500: Provided, That in the opinion of the Chief of ro the 
expenditure of this appropriation and the ultimate completion of part of 
the reservoir system will adequately improve navigation. 

For operating snag-boat on Upper Mississippi River, $22,500. 

Improving ae River from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Contin- 
uing improvement, 500; of which sum $6,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, shall be come to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek Chain, at 
the Rock Island Rapids; and of which sum the farther amount of $15, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, may be used by the Secretary of War, in 
his discretion, for continuing the practical test of the flume tnvenied by M. J. 
Adams, the said test to be made under the supervision and direction of said 
Adams; but if not so used the sum shail remain asa part of said appropriation 
and be used for the purposes first in this paragraph specified. : 

Improving Mississippi River at Des Moines Rapids Canal, underthe modified 


project, $26,250; of which sum $15,000 to be used fo: nstruction, - 
tending the outer wall of canal to the pivetgien ofthe brides. ae 
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For dry-dock at Des Moines Rapids, $48,750. 

Improving ice-harbor at Dubuque, lowa,the unexpended balance. or «, 
thereof as shall be necessary, shall be applied to paving instead of rip, 
said ice-harbor. ‘P] 

Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids tothe mouth of ;},.. ) 
nois River, including the river at Quincy Bay and the removal of the },. 
the mouth of Whipple Creek and Hamburg Bay, including also the str-,,, 
ing of Sny Island Levee where it crosses Snicarte Slough and other sloug).- 
tinuing the improvement, $150,000, -_ 

Improving Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois Riv, rt 
mouth of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at A). 
at the discretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the Illinois « 
posite the mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement. ¢3-5 
which $37,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expende a ts 
tending the work for the protection of the eastwardly bank of the M jc«i«.;. 
River at Cairo, and the prevention of its wash or erosion, commenciy 
southerly end of the present Government revetment work and continuing, 
stream, and $22,500 for continuing improvement at Cape Girardeau. Mo_ 
Montona Point, Illinois: Provided, That the Secretary of War, in his discret 
miay use not to exceed $75,000 of said sum of $375,000 to correct the urrent 
the river and improve the channel at Saint Louis. — 

Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouth of theo} 
River: Continuing improvement, $2,000,000; which sum shall be expe; a ; 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the slams a 
ifications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission: Py,);,),,) 
That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or | i 
levees for the apa of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or »:. 
vate property ovided, however, That the commission is autho; 


ga 


y overflows: Pr ; 
ized to repair and build levees if, in their judgment, it should be done as part of 
their plan to afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of the river 
and to deepen the channel. _— 

And provided further, That no works of bank protection or revetment shal) be 
executed in said reaches or elsewhere until after it shall be foun ithat then on 
pletion of the permeable contracting works and uniform width of the 
water channel will not secure the desired stability of the river banks: Propided 
however, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the construction of reyet 
ment works where the banks are caving at Greenville reach, Delta Point. ; 
front of the cities of Vicksburg, Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus: And pyro. 
vided further, That contraction works shall be builtat the same time in the wide 
portions of the river immediately above the said revetment works, Of the 
amount herein appropriated for the Lower Mississippi, $75,000 are to be ex. 
pended in continuing the work in progress at New Orleans; $187,500 for the 
rectification of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers by preventing further enlarge- 
ment of the latter stream and restricting its outlet capacity, and for keeping open 
a navigable channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi: 
$37,500 in improving navigation in the Greenville reach by preventing the bank 
at Greenville from further caving; $75,000 in deepening the channel at Vicks. 
burg by d ing through the bar existing there; but this last-named sum shal! 
not be expended unless after another examination or survey the commission 
shall deem it advisable; and if they shall not, then $37,500 shal! be expended j 
the improvement of navigation at Vicksburg by constructing suitable dikes and 
other appropriate works, and $56,250 in completing the work on the river at 
Memphis; eke $18,750 for work on the river at Hickman, and $18,750 for work 
on the river at Columbus, Ky. 

For examinations and surveysat South Pass of the Mississippi River, pursuant 
to the act of March 3, 1875, $10,000. 

For survey of the Mississippi River from the head of the passes to its head- 
waters: Continuing survey, $30,000. 

For gauging the waters of the Lower Mississippi River and its tributaries, as 
provided for in joint resolution of the 2ist of February, 1871, $5,000. 

For continuing the removal of snags, wrecks,and other obstructions in the 
Mississippi River, $56,250. 

For gauging the waters in the Columbia River, $1,000. 

Sec. 2. That in places where harbor-lines have not been established, and where 
deposits of débris of mines or stamp works can be made without injury to navi- 
gation, within lines to be established by the Secretary of War, said officer may 
and is hereby authorized to, cause such lines to be established ; and within such 
lines such deposits may be made, under regulations to be from time to time pre- 
scribed by him. 

Sec. 3. Itshall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, suffer 
or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from or out of any 
ship, vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, or 
mills of any kind whatever, any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, slack, rub- 
bish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgi sawdust, slag, or cinders, or other refuse or mill- 
waste of any kind, into New York Harbor: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall extend, or be construed to extend, to the casting out, unlading, or 
throwing out of any ship or vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, any stones, 
voqvhe s aaey oat aaa used, or to be a = or toweed he build- 

, repairing, or keeping in repair any quay, pier, wharf, weir, bridge, building, 
or other work lawfully aa ae to = erected on the banks or sides of said 
harbor, or to the casting out, unlading, or depositing of any materia) excavated 
for the improvementof navigable waters, into such places and in such manver 
as may be deemed by the United States officer supervising the improvement 0! 
said harbor most judicious and practicable and for the best interests of such 
improvement. 

Src. 4. The Secretary of Warshall prescribe such rules and regulations 4s may 
be necessary to secure a judicious and economical expenditure of the mone) 
herein appropriated, and shall cause to be made and submitted to Congress 4» 
nual reper, together with maps and plans, including the report of the Missi~ 
sippi ver Commission, on or December 1, giving detailed statements 
of the work done, contracts made, the expenditures thereunder or otherw' 
and balances of money on hand up to November 1, and the effect of such work, 
together with such recommen as he may deem proper. He shall, at 

report to Congress all cases in which piers, breakwaters, locks, 4" 
dams, or other structures or works built or made by the United States '" aid of 
commerce or navigation are used, occupied, or injured by a corporation oF 5” 
individual, and the extent and mode of such use, occupation. or 11)U') 
shall report, at the same time, whether any bri , causeways, or strucun” 
now erected or in process of erection do or will interefere with free 10 
navigation. so 

Sec. 5. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the money De" . 
appropriated for improvements, other than surveys and estimates, 15 ©S! rving 
on the various works, by contract or otherwise, as may be most econom' ~ ot 
advantageous to the Government. Where said works are done by con’'™. 
such contract shall be made after sufficient public advertisement for prom aah 
in such manner and form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; 80° " 
contracts shall be made with the lowest responsible bidders, accompan'’” ' 
such securities as the Secretary of War shall require, conditioned for t« . “A 

‘ ct, anc: 
a and com - —— wom essording to such —— on fot 
prompt payment urred in the prosecu the 
labor and materials. 


Sec. 6, The Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to 4°° ex- 


ym- 


high- 


tures 
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aminations OF sure ar both, to be made, and the cost of improvements to be 
estimated, at the following localities, to wit: 
In the States of— | 
Arkansas: : 4 
Re-examination of Little River. _ 
The lakes connecting with Red River, between Shreveport, La., and Fulton, | 
A+examination of Ouachita above Camden, Ark, | 
g amins 
Saline River. | 
Cache River. | 
California : Piry' | 
San Pedro Bay near the entrance to Wilmington Harbor, with a view to estab- 
lishing an outer harbor for the protection of deep-draught vessels. 
‘Mouth of Smith’s River. | 
aonne City Harbor, with a view to a sea-wall from Battery Point to Flat 
Rock. 
Connecticut: 
Five-Mile River Harbor. | 
Resurvey of Duck Island Harbor, on Long Island Sound, including plans, | 
specifications, and estimate of cost for raking the same a harbo- of refuge. 
Dakota Territory : 
James River. 
Delaware: 
Duck Creek. 
Florida: 
Punta Rassa Harbor. 4 
Resurvey of Tampa Bay, in 


tisy iliisborough River up to the city of | 
2 | 

‘am pa. ‘ 
2 Desagvey’ of outer and inner bars at Pensacola. 
| 


Charlotte Harbor, including San Carlos Bay. 

Clear Water Harbor, including Anclote and Saint Joseph’s Bays and the Nar- 
rows into Boga Ciega Bay. : es 

Wakulla River from its mouth to Wakulla Springs. 

Survey of the channel from Haul-over, on Indian River, to Gilbert's Bar. 

Saint Augustine, for a deep sea-channel on the outer har. 

Georgia: s 

Savannah River from cross-tides above Savannah to the bar, with a view to | 
obtaining 28 feet of water in the channel. 

Flint River from Montezuma to Old Agency. 

From Doboy Island to Doboy Bar. 

Jeky! Creek. 


| 

| 
Illinois: 

Farm Creek, with a view to changing its course. 
Kaskaskia River from New Athens to mouth. 

Bars in Hamburg Bay. 

Calumet River from the forks of the river near its entrance into Lake Calu- 
met to Riverdale; also Calumet River from Riverdale to Blue Island. 

Mississippi River at Rush Island Bend and Ivy Landing, with a view to con- 
fining and deepening the channel. 

Indiana : 

For asurvey of the Ohio River near the city of Evansville, Ind., with a view 
to determine what, if anything, will be necessary to prevent a change of the 
channel of the river in front of that city. 

Kentucky: 

Pond River. 

The Secretary of War is directed to report to the next session of Congress 
whether or not the Government dry-dock at Louisville and Portland Canal is 
adequate for the purposes of commerce, and what alterations, if any, are neces- 
sary,and the cost of making the same. 

Licking River from Farmer’s to West Liberty. 

Salt River. 

For ice-harbor at Paducah, Ky. 

The bar at the mouth of Limestone Creek, in the harbor of Maysville. 

Louisiana: 

Little River. 

Bayou Rouge. 

Dugdemona River. 

Mouth of Bayou nasa, with a view to its connection with the Missis- 
sippi River by locks; also Bayou Plaquemine and other connecting streams, to 
form the best route to Grand Lake. 

Bogue Falia from present landing to Covington. 

Caleasieu Pass, the two bars obstructing the navigation thereof. 

Mouth of Caleasieu River, the bar obstructing its mouth. 

Bayou Terrebonne from Houma to Thibodeaux. 

Bayou Teche from Saint Martinsville to Fort Barre. 

Mouth of Bayou La Fourche, with a view to the construction of a lock and 
dam; Clear Lake, Black Bayou, Red Bayou, Black Lake, and Kelly Bayou, to 
lakes navigable communication between those streams and Red River; Bayou 
la ourche, to secure navigation at low water. 

Cornay River, 

Ouchita River from Camden to mouth, with a slack-water navigation. 

Bayou Vermillion, to secure navigation from Abbeville to the railroad bridge 
the Lou and Texas Railroad. 


y 
y 


at Bath, and from Augusta to lower end of Perkin’s Island. 
ver from Warren to Thomaston. 
with a view to a harbor of refuge. 
from Bangor to Bucksport Narrows. 
from Ferry Point bridge, at Calais, to Breakwater Ledge. 
with the view to establishing a hreakwater and deepening 


harbor, and especially the channel between Rodick’s Island 


iy 


F 
i 
EF 


i 


i 


from Benedict to Hill’s Landing. 
the channel of Baltimore Harbor to 600 feet. 
Massachusetts: 


f 
i 


fl 
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Cottage City Harbor 
msha Harbor of R 

‘Taunton River 

Winthrop Harbor 

New Bedford Harbor 





Michigan 
Bar in Saint Clair River opposite Sa 
Grand River : 

North River between Essex and Nort! 
Biddle’s Point at Mackinac H 

Harbor at Forestville, Lake Hur 
Pigeon River. 

Mouth of Black River, Sa 





Carp River at Leland, with a w to afl for 
harbor of refuge. 

Lake Michigan at Empire, with a view to cutting a cha r 
from Lake Michigan to Bar Lak 

Grand Traverse Bay, with a view to « i with T J LY 


Eastport. 
Pinepog River 
Rouge River at its junction w 
Saint Louis and Wabash Railroad 
Torch Lake Channel, Lake Sup 
Minnesota: 
Red River of the North from M 1d to Fergus Falls 
Red Lake River from Grand Forks to Red Lak 
Mississippi River between Saint Paul and Saint Anthony's Fa 
Minnesota River, with a view to its improvement by lo 





Mississippi: 

Tombigbee River, to ascertain what improvement is n¢ ssary to make said 
river continuously navigable from Vienna, Ala.,to Walker's Bridge, M 
sippi. 

Cassity Bayon. 

Noxubee River, to ascertain whether it can be made conti! 
by a system of locks and dams, or otherwise. 

gear Creek. 

Missouri : 

Resurvey of the Osage River from its mouth to Osceola, with 
able locks and dams, or other methods of improvement. 

Little River from Hornersville to itsjunction with the Saint Fran: 

Saint Francis River from Greenville to the Arkansas State line 

New Hampshire: 

Bellamy River. 

North Carolina: 

Alligator River. 

Lockwood's Folly River. 

Lumber River. 

Yadkin River from South Carolina line to the Narrows, 

Catawba River. 

New Jersey: 

Thoroughfare running back of the ocean fi 
north of Atlantic City. 

Channel back of Brigantine Beach, between Absecon and Brigantine Inlets. 

New York: 

Channel between Jamaica Bay and Rockaway Inlet. 

The East River, with a view to the removal of a ledge of rocks situated be- 
tween five and six hundred feet from the foot of Tenth and Eleventh streets in 
the city of New York. 

Spring Creek. 

Waddington Harbor. 

Mouth of Patchouge River. 

Hudson River between New Baltimore and Coxsackie. 

Peter’s Neck Bay. 

Tonawanda Harbor and Niagara River bet 
with a view to a 16-foot channel}. 

Glen Cove Harbor. 


tL View to mov- 


is River 


rom Cape May to the Great Bay 


ween Black Rock and Tonawanda, 


Oregon: 
Wood River. 
Link River. 
Suislaw River and Bar. 
Coquille River between Coquille City and Myrtle Point. 
Nahalem Bay and Bar. 
Tillamook Bay and Bar. 
Umpqua River. 
Ohio: 
Sandusky Harbor, with a view to a s 


truight channel from the north end of 
Cedar Point to the eastend of the existing channel in front of the city 
Big Hockhocking River from its mouth to Coolville. 
Chagrin River at its mouth. 
Pennsylvania: 
Darby Creek. 
Rhode Island : 2 als 
Little Narragansett Bay, entrance to the wharves at Watch Hill. 
South Carolina: ; ' 
Mosquito Creek between the South Edisto and Ashepoo Rivers, with a view 
to connect the South Edisto with the Ashepoo at or near Fenwick’s Island. 


Mingo Creek. 
Clark’s Creek. 
Little Pee Dee River. 
Alligator River and other waters « 
Tennessee: 
North Fork of the Forked River below Dyersburg. 
Obeils River from the point where improvements have h 
to the mouth of the West Fork. 
Texas: 
Cedar Bayou where it empties i: 
Virginia: 
Mattox Creek. 
Nansemond River. 
Louisa Fork of Sandy River. 
Roanoke River from Clarkesville, Va.,to Eaton Falls 
Hunter’s Creek. 
West Virginia: 
Meadow River. 
Gauley River. 
Coal River. 
Wisconsin : 
Harbor at Hudson, Lake Saint Croix. 
Examination and report on the causes of the extraordinary overflows of the 


mnecting Santee River and Bull's Bay. 


sretolor een made 


ito Galveston Bay. 


North Carolina, 
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Chippewa River, and What means, if any, can be adopted to prevent their recur- 
rence 

Sec. 7. For examinations, surveys,and contingencies,and for accidental re- 
pairs, for which there is no special appropriation, for riversand harbors, $100,000 : 
Provided, That no survey shall be made of any harbors or rivers until the Chief 
of Engineers shall have directed a preliminary examination of the same by the 
local engineer in charge ofthe district, or an engineer detailed for the purpose ; 
and such local or detailed engineer shall report to said Chief of Engineers 
whether, in his opinion, said harbor or river is worthy of improvement, and 
shall state in such report fully and particularly the facts and reasons on which 
he bases such opinion, including the present and prospective demands of com- 
merce; and it shall be the duty of the Chief of Engineers to direct the making 
of such survey if,in his opinion, the harbor or river proposed to be surveyed be 
worthy of improvement by the General Government; and he shall report to 
the Secretary of War the facts,and what public necessity or convenience may 
be subserved thereby, together with the full reports of the local engineer. Said 
reports of preliminary examinations and surveys shall be made to the House of 
Representatives, and are hereby ordered to be printed when so made. 

Sec. 8. That the Secretary of War shall report to Congress, at its next and 
each succeeding session thereof, the nam’and place of residence of each civilian 
engineer employed in the work of improving rivers and harbors by meansand 
as the result of appropriations made in this and succeeding river and harbor 
appropriation bills, the time so employed, the compensation paid, and the 
piace at and work on which employed, 

And the Senate agree to the same, 


Ss. J. R. McMILLAN, 

0. D. CONGER, 

M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


ALBERT 8S. WILLIS, 

JOHN M. GLOVER, 

H. H. MARKHAM, 
Managerson the part of the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9726) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


HELEN PLUNKETT. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the House be asked to 
return to the Senate the bill (8S. 757) granting a pension to Helen 
Plunkett. An amendment was put into the bill by the Senate which 
wrongly described the service of the husband of the widow for whom 
the bill provides, describing him as belonging to Company A instead 
of Company E. I should like to have the bill sent back and the cor- 
rection made at once. It is a Senate bill which has not passed the 
House and has not been reported from the committee there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection a message 
will be sent to the other House as requested by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

PHCNIX NATIONAL BANK. 


Mr. EVARTS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phenix 
National Bank of the city of New York, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed wo recommend and do recommend that the House of Rep- 
resentatives do recede from its amendment to said bill. 

WM. M. EVARTS, 
JOHN J. INGALLS, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. M. SPRINGER, 
8S. W. T. LANHAM, 
JAMES BUCHANAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires no action on 
the part of the Senate. 
Mr. EVARTS. Except to be sent over to the other House, as the 
bill is with us. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be sent over. 
ARMLESS OR LEGLESS PENSIONERS—RECALL OF A BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a resolution requesting 
the President to return to the House of Representatives the bill (S. 
2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers 
and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the service. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution of the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House of Representatives the bill (S. 2056) to 


amend the pension Jaws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who 
have lost an arm or leg in the service. 


Mr. SEWELL. I suggest that the resolution be amended so as to 
request the President to send the bill to the Senate, as it originated in 
the Senate, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That ought to be done, as he received it from the 
Senate and can only send it back here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the resolution be amended by striking out ‘‘the House of Repre- 
sentatives ’’ and inserting ‘‘ the Senate.”’ 


_Mr. MILLER. I should like to have some explanation of the neces- 
sity of the resolution. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The explanation has been mado 

Mr. SEWELL. The explanation has been made. The [Honea 
amended the bill but did not get it in the record, so that the «l.. 
did not get it in the engrossed copy. They insist on making an ome -_ 
ment, which is of no importance practically, but they insist on j+ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let the President sign the bill. |; 
hazard its passage very much to recall it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New . 
press his motion? 

Mr. SEWELL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
to amend the resolution by striking out *‘ the House of Representat 
and inserting ‘‘the Senate.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committea 
of conference on the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for tho 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring ip tho 
report of the committee of conference. ' 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I desire to make a brief staten, nt 
to the Senate in connection with this report. 

The bill as it first came from the House appropriated $15,142,999. 

As it passed the Senate it contained twenty-six new items and ap- 
propriated $14,013, 393.25. 

The bill as agreed upon by the conference committee, and now re- 
ported to the Senate, appropriates $14,473,900, which is $668,300 less 
than the amount of the House bill. 

The principal changes in appropriations made by the conferees in the 
bill as it passed the Senate are as follows: 

INCREASES. 

Mississippi River, from head of passes to mouth of the Ohio River, from $1. 
687.500 to $2,000,000. 

For examinations and surveys at South Pass, from $3,750 to $5,000 

For the genera! surveys of the Mississippi River, from $18,750 to $39.00 

Red River, Arkansas, from $71,250 to $75,000. 

Saint Mary’s River, Michigan, from $187,500 to $250,000. 

Hay Lake channel, Michigan, from $112,500 to $150,000. 

James River, Virginia, from $75,000 to $112,500. 

Arkansas River, Arkansas, from $56,250 to $75,000. 

Sandy Bay Harbor of Refuge, from $75,000 to $100,000. 

Qyaeee for general aanvers, from $75,000 to $100,000. 

Wilmington Harbor, California, from $56,250 to $75,000. 

All items of appropriations which were contained in the bill re- 
ported to the Senate by the Senate Committee on Commerce and which 
amounted to not more than $20,000 each and which by the Senate 
amendment were reduced 25 per cent., the Senate conferees consented 
to restore to their original amounts respectively, thus restoring the re- 
duction of 25 per cent. as to those items; the gross amount of this in- 
cfease is in round numbers $457,000. 


DECREASES. 

Sturgeon Bay Canal from $112,500 to $5,000. 

Portage Lake Canal from $262,500 to $10,000, 

Hennepin Cana! from $225,000 to $15,000. 

The principal subjects upon which the conferees differed were the 
harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, New York Harbor, Mississippi iver, 
Potomac flats, Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canal, ’ortage 
Lake and Lake Superior Ship-canal, and the Hennepin Canal. 

The House conferees receded from their disagreement to the harborof 
refuge at Sandy Bay, and the amount of the appropriation was increased 
to $1000,000. They also receded from theirdisagreemenut to New York 
Harbor and to the Potomac Flats. 

The House conferees receded from their disagreement to the Sturgeon 
Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canal, the Portage Lake Canal, aad the 
Hennepin Canal respectively, with amendments providing {or a boar! 
of engineers to examine and report upon each of these improvements & 
stated in the conference report. 

The Senate amendment in relation to the Mississippi liver 
head of the passes to the mouth of the Ohio River was agreed to, Ince 
ing the appropriation therefor from $1,687,500 to $2,000,000 and sin 
ing out that portion of the provision directing the application 0! “° 
amount appropriated indicated in the report. greg 

There were some other changes, which I have not noted, but !! 9) 
Senator desires to obtain any information upon the report, 1! I can give 
it I shall be glad to do so. bes al, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I suppose it is decreed that ths ™ 
port is to be agreed to. I donot know that it is worth while tor ™<°® 
offer any objections to the report or to make any suggestions 1) Te" 
ence to it; but I shall not feel satisfied with myself at least wi’ 
saying what I think, with due respect to the honorable gentle" ©” 
have composed the committee on conference on the part of te ™\"" 
because I believe they have doneexactly what they thought ws °™ 
yet taking that report it seems to mea yerystrangeone. ss 

We have had two or three conferences in reference to this »'!!. . r 
there seemed for a time to be substantially no objection to the b : : the 
I could hear of, except as to the canals that were incorporated 12 
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pill by the Senate in the first instance; bat after we have conferred and 
reconferred and come to the subject again we have at last got rid of the 
canals and increased the appropriations for the rivers and little bays 
and harbors in the country scattered all about, especially if they hap- 

.n to lie close by the localities represented by some new conferee. It 
seems very remarkable that the committee on the part of the Senate 
should allow these important measures to go out, and in addition to that, 
after we had sealed down the bill 25 per cent., should make fish of one 
and fowl of another and put up a good many of the items that we had 
passed upon. I do not understand it. — 

The honorable chairman of the committee who makes this report says 
that the conferees on the partof the House recede from their opposition 
to the appropriation for the Hennepin Canal with an amendment. 
What is the amendment? The amendment is to wipe the whole thing 
out and consent to anotiier survey. The Government of the United 
States has been surveying that canal ever since I can recollect. There 
is a beaten path almost from the Illinois to the Mississippi River made 
by engineers sent out by the Government year after year to survey the 
Hennepin Canal. After all that long, tedious, and laborious effort’ on 
the part of the Government to find out where the canal ought to be lo- 
cated, the honorable conference committee comes in again and says that 
the House conferees recede from their opposition to the Hennepin Canal 
with an amendment, which is to survey it again. That is all there is 
of it. It is mere trifling, so far as the Congress of the United States is 
concerned. 

I havestood here, and I expect to do so, year after year in favor of the 
improvement of the water ways of thecountry. I believe that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States ought to make these improvements, and 
I want toact in good faith in reference to this measure; but when I am 
to be told for the fifth or sixth time that the Hennepin Canal is all 
right, that it is going to be surveyed again, I think it is pretty near 
time to stop and see what it all means. It simply means that it is not 
intended to do anything; and why do not the committee say so like 
men, strike out the item, and stop spending the money of the Govern- 
ment in surveying the line? 

I do not know that it is worth while for me to stand here and talk 
about this matter, unless I could talk until the session ends, and I 
should be glad if I could and get rid of this thing; but I want to say, 
and I say it in perfect candor, that it does seem to me strange, if Sen- 
ators upon this floor are looking upon the interests of this country asa 
whole, that the Congress of the United States is not willing to enter 
upon the work of building that great canal in the interest of the com- 
merce of this country. 1n my opinion the construction of that canal, 
or a canal between the Mississippi River and the lakes in the region of 
Chicago, is worth more to the commerce of this country than all the 
rest of the bill outside of the harbor of New York. I believe, taking 
this nation as a whole, that that improvement is of more public utility 
to the commerce of this country than all the rest of the bill except, as 
I say, the improvement of the harbor of New York. 

Take the bill as it now comes here and as it has been acted upon he- 
fore by the Senate, take the multitude of little bayous and rivers that 
we find in the bill, put them all together and they do not begin to com- 
pare with the advantage to this country which would come from the 
construction of that canal between that great river and the lake at 


Chieago. 

Just look at this bill, Mr. President, fall of appropriations of small 
sums forthe improvement of little rivers: Steele’s Bayou in Mississippi, 
Tehula Lake, Mississippi River, $1,500; Yalobusha River, Mississippi, 
$1,500, raised to $2,000. I should like to know of the chairman what 
was the reason for that? 

Mr. McMILLAN. What item is that? 

Mr.CULLOM. Theraisingof the appropriation for Yalobusha River 
from $1,500 to $2,000. That was a very momentous question to be con- 
sidered by the committee of conference. It was very important to get 
up $500 and skip these improvements of importance to the coun- 

Then when you get down to the Amite River in Louisiana, there 
$1,500 in the bill, but by some influence or other that item has 
raised to $2,000 in this last report that the committee has brought 
here. When you get down to Bayou Bartholomew in Louisiana, $3,500 
was the bill as passed by the Senate, and by astrong effort from Louisi- 
ana or some place else that amount has been raised to $5,000. Then 
godown toanother bayou, Courtableau, $3,750, and the influence of my 

friend from Louisiana, I expect, raised it to $5,000. 
when you get over into Texas, represented on the committee by my 
friend the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE], the amount 
for Cypress Bayou is increased from $13,500 to $18,000. I wonder what 
influence got hold of the committee of conference to give such a boost 
bayou down in Texas. 
may go through the bill, and for some unexplained reasons 
the rivers and bayous in the South, which to-day is running 
far as legislation is concerned, have managed by some 
bine that was wanted for them, and I do not know 
more; while all the important improvements in the North have 
passed by with the statement to me occasionally, ‘‘ Do not ask 
Illinois River, or for Chicago River, because it might 
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injure the Hennepin Canal,”’ and when the end comes the Hennepin 
Canal has disappeared from the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me to inter- 
rupt him for a question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to state to the Senator from Illinois that I 
supported the Hennepin Conal, and that I have had about as much to 
do with increasing the appropriations for the bayous in Louisiana as he 
had. I do not now mean tospeak, however, of the merits of those im- 
provements. I merely wish to correct the intimation of the Senator that 
I had sought to exert influence on the conferees. I have not been be- 
fore them, nor have I attempted to exercise their judgment. 

Mr. MILLER. I suppose the Senator from Louisiana, who is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Commerce, heard the report which was made, 
which was to the effect that every item in the bill less thin $20,000 
had been put back to the figure at which it originally passed the Sen- 
ate before the reduction of 25 per cent. was made. 
all these additions. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
is in the REcorp. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from Illinois will permit me, I have 
no doubt the improvements alluded to, though they appear to him to 
bear strange names, are meritorious. In fact I may say that they are 
meritorious. The Bayou Bartholomew, to which he refers, runs for 300 
miles in the State of Arkansas, and is therefore an international stream, 
because it runs through two States, and that is the definition some strict 
constructionists require; but the appropriation in the bill about which 
I concern myself I think is quite as important as the Hennepin Canal. 
That is the Mississippi River, a stream with which I suppose the Sen- 
ator from Illinois is familiar. 

Mr. CULLOM. Perfectly. 

Mr. GIBSON. If I understand the object of the Hennepin Canal it 
is to get communication with the Mississippi River, and I am sure that 
the Senator from Illinois will not undertake to deny that if it is im- 
portant to improve the streams tributary to the Mississippi River and 
to dig canals in order to obtain communication from the lakes of the 
interior States in the Valley of the Mississippi River with that great 
river itself, it is equally important that we should deepen and im- 
prove the Mississippi River, the trunk line, to which all these other 
streams are tributaries. 

I desire now with the permission of the Senator from Illinois to say 
that there has been no appropriation whatever for the Mississippi River 
Commission. This commission was organized under an act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1879, and the Senate adopted an amendment on the 
sundry civil bill p:oviding for their salaries and expenses. I under- 
stand that the conferees on the part of the Senate consented that that 
appropriation should be stricken from the sundry civil bill, and that 
the conferees on that bill sent the amendment of the Senate respecting 
the Mississippi River Commission and the Missouri River Commission 
to the conferees on the river and harbor bill, and that instead of plac- 
ing this amendment for the maintenance of the commissions intrusted 
with the improvement of these rivers and incorporating it upon the bill, 
they rejected it. I am constrained to express my profound regret at 
this, though I have no doubt they did all that was possible under the 
circumstances. The appropriation for the commission is, therefore, 
one under existing law not new legislation. 

Here we are improving the Mississippi River, providing by law for 
the expenditure of $2,000,000 on that river, and $500,000 for the im- 
provement of the Missouri River, the next river in this country, and 
yet denying the necessary funds for the paymentof the salaries of the 
commission and for their expenses, and yet that commission has a plant of 
over a million and aquarter dollars. Now, there is no business in that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then no such bill as this ought to pass. 

Mr. GIBSON. On general principles it should not, and but for the 
perplexities and embarrassment attending this important bill I would 
make a motion to non-concur, but that motion might be construed to 
reflect upon the conferees, which, with my knowledge of the difficulties 
they have had to overcome, I can not get my own consent todo. I 
shall hope the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, will at the proper time offer the joint reso- 
lution I have prepared to meet the case. And at the worst, in my judg- 
ment, the salaries and expenses of the commissioners may be paid out 
of the appropriations for the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. The 
Secretary of War will, I hope, so determine. Of course the officers on 
the commission authorized by law will be entitled to their salaries. 

Me CULLOM. I desire to say in response to my honorable friend, 
the Senator from Louisiana that I had no intention whatever of inti- 
mating that he had improperly attempted to meddle with any confer- 
ence or had done anything either in the Senate or out of it which was 
not entirely right and proper. I am only glad, if the rivers to which 
he refers are of the merit he seems to think they are, that the confer- 
ence committee glided into them so nicely and gave the amount of 
money they wanted without the asking for it on his part. I am only 
sorry they did not see some of the rivers up in my country and do like- 
wise. 


That accounts for 


That is correct. I made the statement, and it 
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Mr. McMILLAN. They did not come into the same classes. 

Mr. CULLOM. We did not seem to come into the same classes. 

I wish to say furthermore that no man in the Senate or out of it has 
a greater desire than myself to see the grand Mississippi River improved 
as fully as it is possible to do it by money and skill and engineering; 
and I say it because I have always felt that way and have always ad- 
vocated that policy on the part of the Government, and not only in re- 
lation to the Mississippi River but all the great rivers of the country, 
and the lakes, and the seaboard on our East and our West as well; and 
while I am for this grand improvement, which I regard as the most im- 
portant measure that can come before Congress, I also want to see 
Senators take a little broader view than simply to look to the neigh- 
borhoods in which they live and get the rivers in which they are in- 
terested provided for and let other improvements go simply because 
work upon them has not yeu been begun. 

Now, sir, referring to this bill a little more, I see that when we get 
over into Arkansas the rivers there fare splendidly under the admin- 
istration of this last conference committee. I do not know how to ex- 
plain it, unless it is because one of the new conferees happens to live 
close by Arkansas. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator state who that was? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator can tell. I suppose he was a gentle- 
man from the House from the city of Saint Louis who got onto the 
conference committee. If he desires that I should name him, I can do 
so. The result was that the appropriations for a number of rivers in 
that State have been increased. 

Then after going a little further on in the bill we get over after 
a while into California, and there a new conferee turns up and there 
increases in appropriations are made. So that while I repeat again 
that I believe and have said all the time that the honorable conferees 
on the part of the Senate did the very best they could to resist these in- 
creases proposed in the South, and resisted the efforts on the partof the 
House conferees to get these canals out of the bill, yet their feeling was 
such that they yielded. I donot pretend to stand up and blame them 
for it, because it is a serious question, when it comes to the question 
whether we are to have no bill at all or the best we can get, what it is 
best to do, and I am willing to say that so far as they were concerned 
they felt that the time had come, if they were to get any bill, that they 
had to yield these measures and submit to the dictation of the confer- 
ees on the part of the House. The result is before us. 

But I repeat again that so far as I am concerned, however much I 
may feel interested in these improvements, taking the country over I 
do not fee) that I can, consistently with my own sense of duty and my 
ideas of what ought to be done in this matter, submit to the passage of 
this bill as reported without objection on my part. 

I do not desire to take up the time of the Senate in discussing it for 
the purpose of consuming time, but I wish simply to say that I feel 
that the Senate conferees ought not to have consented to allowing those 
canals to go out of the bill and then report it here for the adoption of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT provempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference on the river and harbor hill. 

The report was concurred in. 


ARMLESS OR LEGLESS PENSIONERS—RECALL OF BILL. 


Mr. SEWELL. The House having adjourned for the day and the 
resolution amended a short time since not having gone to the House 
for action there, I move to reconsider the amendment adopted by the 
Senate asking the President to return the general pension bill to the 
House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
to reconsider the action of the Senate amending a resolution of the 
House in regard to recalling the bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension 
laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost 
an arm or leg in the service. If there be no objection, the amendment 
will be reconsidered and disagreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Chair would put the question toa 
vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
the motion of the Senator from New Jersey to reconsider the vote. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
out amendment. 


The resolution stands agreed to with- 


RECESS. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that at 6 o’clock the Senate take a recess 
until 8 p. m. ® 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa that at 6 o’clock the Senate take a recess until 
8 o'clock p. m. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MARY J. NOTTAGE—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. BLAIR. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Or- 
der of Business 1527, being House bill 5196. It will not take five 


minutes. It isa bill of local importance and it is very much desireq 
by the two Senators from California that it should pass. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. I feel obliged to call for the regular order. 

: may goa or a tempore. ‘Theregularorderis the Notte ve ;, 
sion bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire wil] a) yy 
this bill to — 

Mr. BLAIR. Ican not. I must insist on the regular order tn |ess | 
am overruled by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to allow this 
bill to pass. It will not take five minutes. Unless that House pjj) ; 
acted on now it can not go back to the House. > 

Mr. BLAIR. The House has adjourned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the regular order, the pen- 
sion bill, the Senator from Alabama asks ¥ 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The regular order is before the Sen- 
ate. Pending that, the Senator from Alabama moves to proceed to the 
consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The CureF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5196) to detach certain counsice 
from the United States judicial district of California and crea; the 
United States judicial district of Southern California. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iappeal totheSenator from Alabama. I rep 
that bill myself, and it ought to go through; but it is the fair 1))); 
about this vetoed pension bill that we should act upon it, and we can 
provide for that bill in a little while. Do letusdo one thing ata tine 
There is no objection to the bill, but there area great many others, and 
I think as a matter of fair play to tne President we ought to take one 
square vote on one of these vetoed bills. 

Mr. KENNA. Can not we arrange an hour for the consideration of 
the House bills on our Calendar? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When we can get the one vote on this pensior 
bill we shall see about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PUGH. The bill could be passed while we are talking about it 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLAnk, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
-the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9478) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 


MARY J. NOTTAGE—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Senate is on 
the passage of the bill (S. 2005) granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the contrary not- 
withstanding. On this question the yeas and nays will be taken ac- 
cording to the requirement of the Constitution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HALE (when Mr. FRYer’s name was called). My colleague 
ir, FRYE] is absent and paired with the Senator from Maryland 

Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Pixs]. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I vote ‘‘nay,’’ but | 
desire in that connection to state that I have been instructed to an- 
nounce a number of pairs, but in the confusion of the closing hour o! 
the session I can not recall them, so that I may announce generally 
that everybody who does not vote on this question is paired. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance]. If he were here, | shon'd 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTon]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan]. If he were here, I should vote 
““nay.’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). ly ' 
league [Mr. SABIN] is detained from the Senate by indisposit'” 
has a general pair with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. hs‘ 
He would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were here. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator from Minnesota [BIr. Mv 111.‘ 
states that his colleague [Mr. SARIN] would vote “yea” if pre-e’. i 
withdraw my vote. Not knowing how he would vote, I wil! not °° 
any risk of misrepresenting him. I cheerfully withdraw my vole" 
the Senator thinks his colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no doubt in my own mind how he would 
vote if ———_ 

Mr. KENNA. Then I withdraw my vote. 
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Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleagae [Mr. McPHERSON]. Otherwise I should vote ‘“‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen] is paired 
on this question with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]}. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Bowen] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGaNn}. The Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. Cuace] is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WHIT- 
THORNE]. ‘TheSenator from Rhode Island would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if pres- 
ent, as would my colleague. — 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. BuTLER). ; 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
Morritt}. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Allison, Evarts, Mahone, Spooner, 
Blair, Hale, Manderson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Harrison, Miller, Teller, 
Conger, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hoar, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, McMillan, Sherman, 
NAYS—19. 

. Call, Gray, Payne, 
ell Cockrell, Harris, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Coke, Hearst, Vest, 
Brown, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall. 
Butler, Gibson, Maxey, 

ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, George, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Bowen, Gorman, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Hampton, Morrill, Sewell, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Vance, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Kenna, Platt, Voorhees, 
Fair, Logan, Plumb, Whitthorne. 
Frye, McPherson, Ransom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Two-thirds not having voted in favor 
of the bill, it is not passed. 


JOSEPH ROMISER—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WiLson ] to the bill which he has in charge, in regard 
to which I do not understand that there is any controversy, which 
might be disposed of at this time, and very likely without any discus- 
sion atall, if theSenator will callitup. Itison thesixteenth page of the 
Calendar. It is the bill which has passed the House over the veto and 
which has been reported unanimously by the Senate committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that a vetoed bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. It was returned to the House by the 
President and there passed bya two-thirds vote over his objections. I 
ask that it be taken up. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1059) to grant a 
pension to Joseph Romiser. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the contrary, 
notwithstanding? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. This bill was vetoed by the President 
under the supposition that no application had been made to the Pension 
Office for the allowance of a pension by the applicant in this case. The 
President had been informed from the Pension Office that no applica- 
tion had been made and no proof filed. Under that supposition he 
vetoed the bill, not having the facts of the case before him. In fact, 
the veto was not the deliberate judgment of the President. I have the 
papers here now, which the President knew not of at the time he vetoed 
the bill. These contain proof sufficient to satisfy anybody that 
the applicant is entitled to the pension. I firmly believe if the Presi- 
dent had seen these papers and examined them the bill would now be 
a law and we should be saved the necessity of acting on the veto. 

Mr. HARRIS, 


dent sent to the Pension Office for the papers and was told they were 
not there? 


_ Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. The President sent for the papers, but 
appears that when they were sent back from Congress after the bill 
had passed they were in some way misplaced in the Pension Office, and 
when the President sent there the clerks could not find them, and a 
messege was sent to the President from which he inferred that no ap- 
plicaton had been made and no papers filed. 

Mr. 7ARRIS. He came to the conclusion that no application had 
ever been made to the Pension Office; and you think if he had seen the 
Papers he would have the bill? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I feel certain that pensions have been 
granted from the foundation of this Government and even before its 
foundation during the old Continental Congress under precisely such 
Gteumstances as these. Such bills were signed by General Jackson, 
and there are precedents back to the time of Washington. They were 
Passed in the time of Lincoln: they were passed in the time of Grant, 





Does the Senator from Maryland state that the Presi- 
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and they have been passed in the time of President Cleveland under 
precisely similar circumstances. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know how it is that aclerk com- 
petent to discharge the duties of his office in the Pension Office could 
make such a report. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. It is very strange. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do they not keepin the Pension Office a record, 
independent of the bundles of papers with the labels on them in each 
case? 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. 


I can not state to the Senator from 
Missouri all the circumstances under which this report was made, but 
certain it is that the President had not the papers before him; certain 
it is that the President states in his veto message that he has been in- 
formed by the Pension Office that such papers were not there and were 


not in existence. I hold in my hand now the papers, and I think they 
prove the state of facts beyond all controversy, which if the President 
had known he never would have vetoed the bill. As I said 
there are precedents innumerable in the history of the Gov 
pension bills passed in just such cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One question. I want to get at the pointof how 
this information came to be sent to the President that there were no 
papers on file and that there had been no application filed 
not keep in the Pension Office a record showing the name of the appli- 
cant, the date of his application, his post-office address, and whether 
the application has been acted on, whether it 
has been allowed ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I presume they do, but I can only ac 
count for it by the carelessness on the part of the clerk on whose info1 
mation the President acted. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I am thoroughly satisfied myself from my 
examination of this case, not being on the committee at the time it was 
originally examined, that there was a mistake, and that this is a meri- 
torious case, and that it ought to pass, everybody to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill, the objections of the President of the United States to the con- 
trary notwithstanding; on which question the yeas and nays will be 
taken in accordance with the requirement of the Constitution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron ], but I think on this vote I 
may vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
50, nays 0; as follows: 


belore, 
nment of 


Do they 


is pending, or whether it 


‘ 


I am paired with 


yeas 


YEAS—». 
Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Beck, Eustis, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Berry, George, Mahone, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blair, Gorman, Maxey, Teller, 
Brown, Gray, Miller, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Call, Harrison, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hawley, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Platt, Wilson of lowa, 
Conger, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 

NAYS—0. 

ABSENT—2. 

Aldrich, Evarts, Logan, Sabin, 
Bowen, Fair, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Frye, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Chace, Hampton, Morgan, Jance, 
Coke, Harris, Morrill, Voorhees 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is passed unanimously, 
COURTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
this evening. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want toask unanimous consent todo something. 
I ask unanimous consent that the bill for the southern district of Cal- 
ifornia may be taken up, considered, and passed. We can do it before 
6 o’clock, and our friends from California have not asked any favors of 
the Senate, and for them I make this request. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5196) to detach certain counties 
from the United States judicial district of California and create the 
United States judicial district of Southern California. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to extend the time for 
the recess five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 


We should like to consider some more of these cases 


That order will be made if there be 
The Chair hears none. The amendments reported by 


the Committee on the Judiciary to this bill will be stated. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary 
was to strike out section 4, in the following words: 

Src.4. That the circuit or district court for either of said districts may,in its 
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discretion, order special terms, and ordera grand or petit jury, or both, to attend 
the same, by an order to be entered of record twenty days before the day at 
which said special terms shall be ordered to convene; and said courts, respect- 
ively, at such special terms shall have all the powers that they have at a regular 
term appointed by law: Provided, however, That no special term of said circuit 
court for either district shall be appointed except by and with the concurrence 
and consent of either the circuit judge or circuit justice. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 8, line 4, after the word ‘‘ pay- 


able,’’ to strike out ‘‘monthly’’ and insert ‘‘quarterly;’’ so as to 
read: 


Sno. 8. That there shall be appointed a district judge for said southern dis- 
trict of California, who shall reside therein, and who shall receive an annual 
salary of $4,000, payable quarterly from the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, line 6, after the word ‘‘fixed,”’ 
to insert ‘‘and limited;’’ and in the samesection, after the word ‘‘law,’’ 
at the end of line 7, to strike out the words: 

The same person may be appointed clerk of both courts. 

So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 9. That the circuit and district judges of said southern district of Califor- 
nia shall each, respectively, appoint a clerk for their respective courts, who shall 
reside and keep their office at Los Angeles, in said district, and who shall re- 


ceive such fees and compensation for services performed by them, respectively, 
as are now fixed and limited by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, line 5, after the words ‘‘and 
emoluments now,’ to strike out ‘‘received by them’’ and insert “‘ pro- 
vided by law ;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 11. That nothing in this act shall in any manner affect the tenure of of- 
fice of the judge, marshal, United States attorney, or other officers of the present 
district of California, who shall, respectively, be entitled to the same salaries, 
fees, and emoluments now provided by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section 11, to insert the following 
new section: 

Src. 12. That all offenses heretofore committed in the district of California 


shall be prosecuted, tried,and determined in the same manner and with the 
same effect, to all intents and purposes, as if this act had not been 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Tne next amendment was to strike out section 12 of the bill, as 
follows: 

Sec. 12. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. EpMuUNDs, 
Mr. INGALLS, and Mr. PUGH were appointed. 


ENOLS LLOYD. 


Mr. HARRISON. I want toask the Senate to consider a little House 
bill of nine lines favorably reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs—House bill 3318. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of a 
bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. ‘“‘A bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of Enols 
Lloyd.” 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for payment to Enols Lloyd 
of the pay of a wagoner of artillery from the 10th of May, 1863, to the 
Ist of September, 1864, on account of services rendered in that capacity 
in Battery G, First Michigan Light Artillery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PACKING AND SELLING CUT TOBACCO. 


Mr. MAHONE. I offer an amendment which I intend to propose to 
the bill (H. R. 8738) to so further amend section 3362 of the Revised 
Statutes as amended and section 3363 as makes a distinction in the 
mode of packing and selling tobacco, and I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAHONE. I had no opportunity in the morning hour to make 
some reports. I now desire to report from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds without amendment the bill (H. R. 9371) for 
the completion of a public building at Santa Fé, N. Mex. 

I also report from the same committee with an amendment the bill 
(S. 1597) for the erection of a public building at Yonkers, N. Y. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask that that may lie on the table instead of go- 
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ing to the Calendar; I desire to ask wwanimous consent this evening 
to morrow morning to passtit. : 


It will be fn the same position if put on the Caley. 


or 


Mr. HARRIS. 
dar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. MAHONE. The Committee on Public Buildings and Groyy Je 
report a joint resolution from the House of Representatives, that oy). 
embraces about five lines, which is necessary to give e!Tect to a publ y 
building bill passed for the State of Georgia some weeks ago, aud | ask 
its immediate consideration. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is not time now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thehour of 6 o’clock and 5 minutes 
having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to declare a recess yyti! 8 
o’ clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 

PETITION. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Rose, of Bloom- 
field, N. J., praying remuneration on account of confiscation of the 
schooner W. H. Rutan by the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


R. A. FENNELL. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee to audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate, reported the following resolution for con- 
sideration: 

Resolwed, That one month’s pay, from 15th April to the 15th May, Se paid by 


the Secretary of the Senate out of the contingent fund of the Senate to p i. 
Fennell, a messenger removed from office. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (8. 2888) granting a pension to Mary 
J. Nottage; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com. 
mittee on Pensions. 

MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to introduce a joint reso- 
lution and to put it upon its passage. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 83) for the payment of the salaries of the 
Mississippi and Missouri River Commissions, and for other purposes, was 
read the first time by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to its being considered sub- 
ject to objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
subject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it resolved, &c., Thatthe sum of $50,000, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, be, and is hereby, appropriated for the payment of the 
salaries, traveling and office expenses, and contingencies of the Mississippi River 
Commission and the assistant engineers under them; and the sum of $20,000 is 
hereby appropiated for the payment of the salaries, traveling and office ex- 
penses, and contingencies of the Missouri River Commission and assistant eu- 
gineers under them, 


Mr.EDMUNDS. I shall reserve the right toobject. As it is taken 
up, I should like to have the Senator from lowa explain how it happens 
that after the sundry civil bill, and the deficiency bill, and the river 
and harbor bill, and every other kind of a bill has been disposed o/, 
that it turns out that it requires a special and speedy appropriation of 
this kind to carry on the affair. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willexplain. Hitherto it has been the custom 
to appropriate for these two commissions in thesundry civil bill. he 
Senate inserted these two items in the sundry civil bill, and they passed 
the Senate. When the bill came into conference it was insisted on the 
partof the conferees of the House that this properly and appropriatey 
belonged to the river and harbor bill, which I think was a very reaso0- 
able claim, and they insisted that they would not appropriate fort! 
the sundry civil bill. Thereupon the Senate conferees agreed that the 
item might be stricken from the sundry civil bill, and it was so done. 

Immediately I notified the chairman of the Committee on Comme 
and another conferee on the part of the Senate on the river and hart 
bill that this was stricken from the sundry civil bill, and that pr 
vided for at all it should be provided for in the river and barr). 

The conferees on the river and harbor bill provided for the contin 
ance of the work on the Mississippi River and on the Missouri kiver 
under these commissions, but failed to make provisions for te neces 
sary expenses of the two commissions, so that the river and harbor bill 
thus having passed to-day without this provision, and the sundry civil 
bill also having been passed without the provision, if these two om 
missions are to remain in charge of the work on the Missis=!pp! and 
Missouri Rivers it is necessary that the joint resolution should 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is certainly a very singular thing that this em 
pons kind of legislation in what is supposed to be happily the |s* 

of the sessior has to be resorted to, when two committe 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The joint resolution will be read, 
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within twenty-four hours, one or the other or both of which ought to 
have had this item, if it be proper, as I have no reason to doubt it is, in 
one or the other of those bills, should follow right on after the passage of 
those bills, and it is necessary to have a separate measure to piece out 
one or the other of those two bills. I do not like that kind of legis- 
lation, but I shall not object if my friend from Iowa states, as I under- 
stood him to do, that this provision is precisely in the form in which 
it stood in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is, except that the amount is reduced in one in- 

stance from $100,000 to $50,000. z 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the modus is the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. The modus is substantially the same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I shall not object, but I hope it will never 

ne In. 
— ALLISON. I hope not either; and I wish to say that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is inno sense responsible for this failure. It 
is a matter which properly and legitimately belongs to the river and 
harbor bill, and it ought to have been provided for in that bill. 

Another reason why the sundry civil bill does not contain it is the 
fact that up to the very last moment, and up to the report of the con- 
ferees on the part of the two Houses, it was not known whether the 
Mississippi River Commission would be abolished or continued, because 
the House bill abolished the Mississippi River and Missouri River Com- 
missions. The matter was thus held in controversy until the very last 
moment, and it was not until to-day that it was known whether the 
river and harbor bill would include these two commissions. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate. I 
will simply say that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
is mistaken in saying that this provision properly belonged to the river 
and harbor bill. It never has been put upon that bill. However, I 
do not care to debate the question. I wish to have the joint resolution 


By unanimous consent the joint resolution was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAVANNAH. 

Mr. SPOONER. When the Senate took the recess the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. MaAHONE] I think had the floor to make some reports 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. He had not 
finished, and asked me, stating that he could not be here this evening, 
to make for him a favorable report, and to ask that the measure be 
acted upon at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The last part I object to. 

Mr. SPOONER. It will take but a moment; it is a House resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution reported by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin will be read by its title. 

The Cuter CLERK. A joint resolution (H. Res. 209) permitting the 
public building authorized by act of Congress approved June 30, 1886, 
at Savannah, Ga., to be located not less than 40 feet from any other 

i instead of 50 feet, as provided in said act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Iobjectforthe time being, until I can understand it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can explain it in a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to see the old law. 

Mr. SPOONER. The old law which was passed—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the joint res- 
olution can not now be considered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT YONKERS. 


Mr. MILLER. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 1597) 
for the erection of a public building at Yonkers, N. Y., which was re- 
ported favorably by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] just be- 
fore the recess. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1s there objection ? 
or eh hala I object for the time being, until I can under- 


Mr. BLAIR. 1 desire to call up Order of Business 1865. 

Mr. MILLER. I should like to inquire for my own satisfaction 
“iat information the Senator from Vermont desires to have in regard 
to these measures. 


RELATIONS BETWEEN LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolution on 
the Calendar. The resolution will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Biame July 31, 1886: 


winweleed, That the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to continue, 
the & view to its com ion during the ensuing vacation, the investigation of 
ieee aan ; eae capital authorized and directed by — reso- 
ugust 7, 1882, ‘ebruary 26, 1883, with the same rights and powers 
tonferred by previous resolutions of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on proceeding to the 
of the resolution, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion is made to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution, which is in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will take but a moment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is 
| and the question is on agreeing to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Last year the committee was directed to proceed to the 
completion of its investigation, which is already substantially com- 
pleted. It remains to prepare a single volume. Much of the evidence 
has been obtained and taken; but I was chairman of the committee, and 
owing to the fact that my election did not take place until after the 
termination of the session a question was raised as to my authority to 
proceed in the expenditure oi public money. I thought it was a ques- 
tion which was so serious that I did not undertake the completion of 
the work; and so it has not been done tothe present time. There will 
not be any great amount of expense attending it, and I simyly desire 
authority todo in the coming vacation what otherwise would have been 
done in the last. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
it will be $2,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be the expense of a regular clerk and 
stenographer and the paraphernalia, I suppose, that attends these spe- 
cial committees. 

Mr. BLAIR. There have been some eight or ten of the kind already 
granted at this session; and I assure the Senator that if the committee 
has a clerk, and it needs to have one, there will not probably be occa- 
sion for the amount of expense that would otherwise attend the em- 
ployment of a clerk, as it is impossible to complete this work without 
some assistance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does this refer to those four or five volumes of 
reports that were printed two or three years ago? 

Mr. BLAIR. It refers to the completion of the last volume. 
of them are already complete and published. 
volume, is partially prepared. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are you going to commence the work over again 
and go over the same field that you did in the beginning, and get up 
another investigation, going all over the country, taking additional 
testimony, and bringing in four or five volumes more? 

Mr. BLAIR. There is not the slightest design of anything of the 
sort. A corresponding committee of the House of Representatives has 
deen authorized to go on and make a similar investigation during the 
coming vacation. I assure the Senator that the committee, so far as I 
know anything about it, has only one desire, and that is to get through 


with what it has undertaken. It is not likely to attempt anything 
than is absolutely necessary to the completion of the work that 


before the Senate, 








How much will be the expense? 


Of course I can not tell exactly. I have no idea that 





Four 
The remaining, the fifth 


has been placed upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am opposed to all these peripatetic committees. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I want to object to the comple- 
tion of the work of the committee, but I wish to give notice that here- 
after I shall object to all this class of expenditures. I believe that we 
have been expending a great deal of money which has been thrown 
away in enterprises of this kind. I want now to give notice that I 
shall feel at liberty hereafter, when a proposition of this kind is made, 
to antagonize it, no matter who makes it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to—ayes 21, noes not counted. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


MILITARY SITE ON LAKE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before my colleague [Mr. LOGAN] went away he 
made one or two efforts to get up a joint resolution which he had in- 
troduced and which he was very anxious to have passed. I hope the 
Senate will allow it to come up and be acted upon at this time. 

Senate joint resolution 78. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. R. 78) authorizing the Secretary of War to accept certain lands, 
&c., near Chicago, Il. 

Mr. BECK. Thatcan not go by unanimous consent. 
ject to its consideration, but I desire to debate it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that it be now considered. 

Mr. BECK. I do not object to its consideration, but I shall oppose 
the passage of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution which 
has been indicated. 

The motion w; 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report; which was read: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendmentsof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

| 1887,and for other purposes, having met, after full and and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 


It is 


I do not op- 


not agreed to. 


TD1O 


26, 29. 31. 82. 33. 34, 35, 37, 41, 45, 50, 59, 61, 75, 76,77, 81, 82, 83, 84, 87, 89, 93, 103, 104, 105, 
106. 107 » JI j 22, 124, 125, 126, 35, 136, 146, 149, 150, 154, 159, 161, 162, 163, 
164, 174, 1 178, 182 185, 188, 193, 199, 200, 201, 207, 219, 222, 232, 233, 234, 235, and 


a) 


That the ae de from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbe 2 8, 9, 17, 18, 19, 20,24, 27 0, 42, 46, 47, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57,58, 
60, 62, 64, 65, 66, 67, 97, 98, 100, 101, 102, 111, 112, 114, 115, 116, 198, 120, 123, 127, 181, 123, 137, 
140, 141, 142, 148, DOL, 152, 155, 160, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 175, 177, 180, 181, 184, 189, 190, 191, 
192, 194, 196, 197, 198, 202, 203, 2u5, 206, 208, 209, 210, 211, 214, 215, 216, 217, 226, 227, 228, 229, 
230, 238, and 239, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered l,and agree tothe same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert “ $10,000; ”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5, ane eeree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu ofthe sum proposed in said amendment insert ** $50,000 ;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 6 and 7: That the House, recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 6 and 7, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and in- 
serted by said amendments strike out the amended paragraph ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**815,000:"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**$500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $15,000 ;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree tothesame withanamend- 
mertas follows: In lieu of thesum proposed in said amendment iasert “ $12,000; ”” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same withan amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ** $35,000 ;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu ofthesum proposed in said amendment insert ‘* $50,000; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$10,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**$20,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 44; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$1200; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 48: That the House reeede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the amended paragraph; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: Thai ihe House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an amen d- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: “The Light-House Board is hereby authorized to 
place a light-ship off the south end of Ram Island Reef, Fisher’s Island Sound, 
Long Island Sound, New York; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its amendment to the 
Senate amendment numbered 78, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of 
said Senate amendment the words “Great Kanawha River, West Virginia ; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numered 79: That the HouSe recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$190,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert 
the following: “And including traveling expenses of officers and men of the 
Navy on duty; for commutation to officers of the field force while on tield duty, 
ata rate to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury not exceeding $2.50 per 
day each;"’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert ‘*$3,000;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘$3,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 88; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,560;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro; insert ‘*$4,000;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “ $190,000; ” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert 
the following: “And including traveling ex of officers and men of the 
Navy on duty; forcommutation to officers of the field force while on field duty, 
ata rate to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury not exceeding $2.50 per 
day each ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disgreement to 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 85,and agree to the same with a, 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$3,008; and ~ te 
Senate agree to the same. j : 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$3,000: ” 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 88: That the House recede from its disagreem., 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same wi): 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1500.” 

Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disagree, 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same \ 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $4,009. 

Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its disagreement ¢,, 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with ; 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$2,250.” }, 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagree), 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the sam 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$) 5y 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 94: That the House recede from its disagreem 
amendment of the Senate numbered 94; and agree to the same with an am 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $3,000;"" and the s 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9%: That the House recede from its disagreement ; 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same wit} 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $101,550,” 

Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 96: That the House recede from its disagreement 
amendment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree to the same with an an 
ment as follows; In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the { 
ing: “ For furnishing points for State surveys, to be applied as far as pract 
in States where points have not been furnished, $8,000;” and the Senai: 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its disagreement 
amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with amend. 
ment as follows: Strike out line 1 of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment, and in lieu of the sum proposed in the last two lines of the matter 
proposed to be inserted insert “ $125,178.82;"’ and the Senate agree to the'sar 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with ay 
amendmentas follows: In lines lland l2of said amendment strike out the words 
**the claimants or,”’ and in lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment rt 
“$5,000:"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro to be stricken out 
sert the following, namely: “‘ For extending the fourth floor around the wh 
building, to extend the wrought-iron gallery, and to provide light, heat, and ven 
tilation for the new fourth-story rooms to used for record rooms, $41,000 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered i39, and agree to the same wit 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out ir 
the following: “‘In all, $150,000; and the said Pension Office building shal! be 
under the contro) of the Secretary of the Interior and subject to such rules and 
regulations as he may prescribe ;"’ an | the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 143: That the House recede from its disagreen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 143, and agree to the same witha 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed insert the followi: 

“ For introducing the electric light into the entire Senate extension wing of thy 
Capitol, under the direction of the Architect of the Capitol, $20,000;"' and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment, and at the end thereof add the following: “ Except only so muchas 
may be necessary to pay the actual cost of clerical services employed ex 
sively in contested cases,and they shall make report quarterly, under oat), of 
all expenditures for such clerical services with vouchers therefor; '’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 153: That the House recede from its disagreen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 153, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$25,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 172: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 172, and agree to the same wiih 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment !n 
“$500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 173: That the House recede from its disagreement! | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$15,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 179: That the House recede from its disagreement 0 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 179, and agree to the same wit) su 
amendment as follows: In lieuof the matter proposed tobe stricken out by ssc 
amendment insert *‘ to be ex by contract or otherwise, as the Presiden! 
may determine ;” and the Senate agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbered 186: That the House recede from its disagr: 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 186,and agree to the same wit 6 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$225,000; ° and tue 
Senate tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 187: That the House recede from its disagree’! ‘° 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 187,and agree to the same w!!) & 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed insert the follows 
“Wharf at Fort Monroe, Virginia: In full for the construction and comp!«(0" 
of a new wharf, and improvements to the roadway leading thereto, on the Go‘ 
ernment reservation at Fortress Monroe, Va.,upon plans to be approved )Y 
the Secretary of War, $100,000, or so much annal as may be necessary for te 
purpose ;" and the Senate agree to the same. : a 

Amendment. numbered 1%: That the House recede from its disagree™men' '° 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 195, and agree to the same wit) *" 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendme: + in 
sert the following: “ And in reducing the force the enlisted men at Fort )°". 
Virginia, , t .’ shall first be mustered out: ene) 
That this restriction shall not y to the pay or commutation or expens* © 
return from their stations to their homes of any enlisted men in excess0! - 
four hundredand seventy men, accruing prior to the passage of this act; *" 
the Senate agree to the same. . ate 

Amendment numbered 2/2: That the House recede from its disagrec'n’'" 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 212, and agree to the same Wi, 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed insert : “‘ For necess* 


tto 
1 an 
4nd the 





Serre ee & oot oe em is. 


Ee 


Reha FTE yg ee 





1886. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


T9LL 





construction and repairs at Southern Branch, Hampton, Va., under estimate in 
Appendix Jj, pages 299 and 300, Book of Estimates for 1887, $57,500; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


| 


| 


" | 
Amendment numbered 213: That the House recede from its disagreement to | 


5 ment of the Senate numbered 213, and agree to the same with an 
— as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,631,000; and 
the Senate agree to the s .~*4 : 

Amendment numbered 220: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

he amendment of the Senate numbered 220, and agree to the same with an 
oa sdment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
ian 000: » and the Senate agree to the same. : 

“Amendment numbered 221: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

he amendment of the Senate numbered 221, and agree to the same with an 
pe dment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
27540,000: ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

“amendment numbe: 237: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 237,and agree to the same with an 

dment as follows: In line 1 of said amendment, after the word ‘‘ and,” 
ee it frst occurs, insert the word “ hereafter ;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


sa mendment numbered 243: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 243,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows : In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following : 


“Spo. 2. That the appropriations herein provided for shall take effect from 
and after Jaly 31, L 
Senate agree to the same, 
And the W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
J. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


SAM. 7. RANDALL, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
THOS. RYAN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to hear that explained. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to make an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee. In a recent act a light-house was authorized to be 
erected at Gould Island in Narragansett Bay, and an appropriation was 
inserted by way of an amendment by the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations for the equipmentof that light-house. I should like tomake 


an inquiry what disposition was made of that amendment by the com- 
mittee of conference. 


Mr. ALLISON. That light-house, I think, was omitted from the 
bill as finally agreed on for the reason that on consultation with the 
two secretaries of the Light-House Board they stated that this light- 
house could be postponed until next year. 

Mr. DAWES. Isuppose that was on the ground that if there an 
aceident did not happen, and if no wreck should occur there, caused by 
theabsence of it, it would do justas well next year. If there was any 
need of the light-house, which is provided for by statute, that need it 
seems to me would be just as pressing between now and next year as 
after next year. Was the Senator informed by the secretaries of any 
reason why they thought it would be safe to do without a light-house 
until next year ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I may say respecting the entire light-house provis- 
ion, covering an aggregate amounting to nearly $500,000 inserted by the 
Senate because of a bill which had passed the Senate a day or two be- 
fore, and which was reported by the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
the House conferees insisted that they would not agree to an appropri- 
ation for all these light-houses. We said to the House conferees that 
inasmuch as there had been a recent statute upon this subject, and an 
examination by the Committee on Commerce, we could make no dis- 
tinction between these light-houses in respect to our obligation to insert 
them in the bill, and that as it appeared to us from a recent adjudica- 
tion of one of our own committees and the action of the Senate and of 
the House, we proposed to insert the whole of it. Thereupon the House 
conferees stated that they knew a portion of these light-houses could be 
postponed until next year; whereupon the two secretaries, the naval 
secretary and the Army secretary of the board, were called to ascertain 
what should be done with these lights. 

The Gould Island light—I speak from memory—is a light which is 
how supported, I believe, by one of the steamship companies whose 
boats traverse Long Island Sound, and it was thought that possibly 
they could maintain this light for another year, as they have main- 
tained it for a good many years, and that the Government could build 
itnext year as well as now; and it was upon that idea that the con- 
ferees acted. 


Mr. DAWES. The amendment was left out on the advice of the 
Light-House Beard ? 


Mr. ALLISON, It was. 

Mr. TELLER. How much would it cost to put it in? 

Mr. ALLISON. It would cost $10,000. 

Mr. DAWES. One question more. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator what d ion was made of the amendment making an ap- 
Propriation of $25,000 for the purposes of education in Alaska ? 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Massachusetts takes the begin- 
— the ending of this bill and makes inquiries. The House con- 


con 
ti Mr. EDMUNDS. They did not want light on either side of the con- 


Mr, 
out, 


Were not quite as vigorous on education in Alaska as were the 


ALLISON. No, they insisted that this item should be stricken 
After many friendly expressions of opinion on both sides it was 


finally arranged that $15,000 should be appropriated to the education 
of the native races in Alaska. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire if the committee went into 
an investigation to ascertain about how much schooling in Alaska 
$15,000 would support? 

Mr. ALLISON. We did not go into a detailed statement of that 
matter, although I think it would be healthy to make some investiga- 
tion upon the subject. We-had before the conferees a report made by 
a responsible agent of the Government in Alaska, in which he stated 
distinctly that there was one school of which he had familiar knowl- 
edge wherein there were five pupils and three teachers, and we supposed 
there might fairly be a reduction in the number of teach 
expenses in view of the statement made. 

Mr. DAWES. Did the committee consider whether it might not be 
better to improve the administration than to cut down the appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course we should be very glad to improve the 
administration if we could do so, but that we find is a very difficult 
task at this moment. 

Mr. DAWES. One question more, if the Senator will excuse me. 
There was an amendment inserted by the Senate appropriating a suffi- 
cient sum for the purchase of some land at the Carlisle school. What 
disposition was made of that amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I willsay that the Senate conferees very reluctantly 
surrendered that appropriation, and we did it upon the statement from 
the House conferees, first, that we were paying a considerable sum be- 
yond the value of the land, and, secondly, that the land which it was 
proposed to purchase was not in the immediate neighborhood of the 
present Carlisle school farm. 

Mr. TELLER. Then you were told what was not true. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very likely, but in the hurry of the moment we 
could not send to Carlisle for further information upon the subject, and 
concluded to let the matter go over until next winter. 

Mr. DAWES. Itseems’that I have been very unfortunate in my 
selection of inquiries thus far, and I shall omit making any more, lest 
I meet with further disappointment. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say with reference to the Carlisle 
school that the committee had before it the report of the Department 
showing exactly how much this land would cost, the statement that it 
was adjoining theschool, abutting right on the present ground. Every 
fact that was necessary the committee had in print, which had been 
submitted by the Department. I do not see why they should have 
taken the information of the conferees of the House upon the question 
when the Department had sent here under the signature of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior a full and complete statement. 

Mr. DAWES. And a statement of the precise cost. 

Mr. TELLER. Together with a statement of the cost and just what 
was to be done with the money. If the conferees of the House made 
any statement that this land was not adjoining the land now occupied 
by the buildings they were certainly ignorant of the facts. 

Mr. ALLISON. It adjoins the barracks but, not the farm. 

Mr. TELLER. The Government has not got any farm. The pub- 
lic-spirited, enterprising people of this country have bought a farm and 
put it in the hands of trustees and it is held for the benefit of that 
school. The Government has never put a dollar in it, and it has no 
business to exact that it should be adjoining that farm, which is 24 
miles away. It had nothing to do with this farm. The Government 
has not anyclaim onit. It is getting the value of rents and the profits 
out of it for the school, but it has never put in a dollar. 

Mr. DAWES. The farm spoken of was donated to the school by a 
woman out of her own means, because the United States has never ap- 
propriated a dollar for the maintenance of the plant of that school. 
Every dollar that has been put in there has been put in by the char- 
itable contributions of those who have yielded to the solicitation of 
Captain Pratt; and this is the first attempt that was ever made to get 
the Government enlisted in purchasing means to carry on the school in 
the manner in which it ought to be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
nated this fund. 

Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
concerned —— 

Mr. TELLER. Oné hundred and nine and a half acres. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Wiil the Senator from Colorado tell 
me the price per acre? 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that there are 109.57 acres that have 
been sold to parties who hold it for the purpose of turning it over to 
the Government at $18,500, without the intention or purpose of mak- 
ing acent out of it. That is the fact, and that fact was before the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theappropriation proposed to be made was $37,000. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senate inserted $37,000 at the request of the 
Interior Department in a detailed statement which came to the com- 
mittee and which was before the Senate and was, or ought to have been, 
before the conference committee, showing exactly where every dollar of 
that money was to be used. 
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Mr. DAWES. And the items. 

Mr. TELLER. And the attempt now to say that that was all to buy 
a farm is simply an admission on the part of the conference committee 
that they have not given attention to this matter. They ought not to 
come here with such a report; they ought not to be allowed to bring 
in a report here and legislate against the will of theSenate. The Sen- 
ate put this provision in the bill with understanding when the facts 
were before the Senate; and if the committee could not read that which 
was submitted to them, it was very s'range, to say the least. 

Mr. BECK. I have only to say that we were in conference with the 
House conferees, and they believed that the price was extravagant; that 
the land adjoined the barracks and did not adjoin the farm, and that 

just as good land could be had for half the price; and they positively 
refused to agree to the Senate amendment. 

When the Senator from Coloredo says the conferees should not be al- 
lowed to come here with a report of this character, he forgets that the 
House of Representatives has as many rights as the Senate, that we have 
no power tocontrol them, and that when we make a proposition to buy 
a farm and they will not agree to it, it not being a matter necessary to 
carry on the Government, we must yield if they insist upon it. A prop- 
osition made by one House and rejected by the other can not be enforced 
by the one that makes it. 

When it came to any proposition to carry on the Government under 
any existing law, then a different position was presented, but when a 
proposition came to buy a farm at a price which the House conferees 
said was double the value of it, detached altogether from the farm that 
is now used, no matter how they got their information, we were com- 
pelled to yield; but for any sentimental gentlemen to come here and 
tell us, after sitting in conference three days and three nights struggling 
to get what we could, that we ought not to be allowed to present a re- 
port that we can not force the House to agree to, I think is hardly be- 
coming. I was about to use stronger language. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; I will not take any exception to what the 
Senator says and I will not take back anything I have said. I say that 
when the committee come here and make a statement, as they have 
come here, and give the Senate to understand that the whole $37,000 
was for the purpose of buying the farm, they have simply failed to read 
the papers that were before them and that were before the Senate, and 
I say they ought not to make such a report to give the Senate to under- 
stand that they have receded from this amendment of the Senate be- 
cause there was a job in it, or because there was an extravagant outlay 
of money, when that statement is not supported by the facts before 
them. I do not care what the Senator from Kentucky may say or may 
think about it either. If they had not had the means of information, 
then there might have been some excuse. Thecommittee of the House 
had it; they all had it; every member of the conference committee had 
it, or could have got it; and what is more, to the personal knowledge 
of some members of that committee attention was called to the fact that 
only one-half of the money was to be paid for the farm, and the state- 
ment that the land can be bought for one-half the price proposed to be 
paid for this farm is not supported by a single fact. More money has 
been offered for that farm in cash than the parties now holding it propose 
to sell it to the Government of the United States for. 

Mr. BECK. I did not say that particular farm. 
seeking to buy a farm. 

Mr. TELLER. Itadjoins the ground on which all these public build- 
ings are. It is the most suitable piece of ground that can be had in 
that section, and there is no necessity for its being adjoining the farm 
that somebody gave, not one woman, as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has mistakenly supposed, but a great number of people, one woman 
giving $5,000, a farm that cost $23,000 as I recollect it—one woman 
giving $5,000, others giving $500, a thousand, &c., to do what the 
Government of the United States is abundantly able to do and that 
which it undertakes todo. This picayune method of doing business, 
of asking the people of the United States to contribute for a work that 
the Government by its attempts to do admits its obligation to do, is un- 
worthy of a great and rich people. Either we ought to do it, and do 
it like men, or we ought to abandon the whole thing. We might as 
well ask the charitable people to contribute to the payment of the ex- 
penses of the Penate and House of Representatives as to contribute to 
support the Indian schools if there is any obligation on the Govern- 
ment of the United States to support those schools, and if there is not, 
then we should abandon them at once. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Before we pass from the recollection of the appro- 
priation concerning Alaska, I wish to enter my protest, without blaming 
anybody but the United States Government for its gross neglect of the 
people, whom it may be said to have purchased from Russia. Russia 
cared for them, I will say, tenderly, took care of their education, their 
schools, and their churches. For the first time since the United States 
acquired that land, last year—I think that was the first time—we ap- 
propriated $25,000 for the purposes of education in Alaska. I do not 
know how far progress has been made in establishing schools; I do not 
know the details of the administration of that fand; but, as the Sena- 

tor from Massachusetts says, the remedy is to correct the administration 
and not cut the appropriation down and leave the body of teachers to 
“make their way home as best they can, and to abandon 40 per cent. of 


I said they weré 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 3, 


the first attempt we have ever made to discharge our duty toward those 
people. A very considerable portion of them are not wild Indians hy 
any means, but educated and religious people, people tolerably wel] ts 
vanced in civilization, and this conduct of the United States is simpl ‘ 
shameful. That is all. Bry 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, the Senate by a decisive vote, after 
some discussion, put in an item of $25,000 for education in Alaska. the 
same appropriation as last year, and after the members of the commit. 
tee had acknowledged the propriety and necessity of it. I wish more 
Senators would read the report of the agent in relation to education jn 
Alaska than have read it. Instead of showing that there was a schoo] 
there with five children and three teachers it goes on to state that tho 
very action of the men sent by this Government into Alaska had broken 
up the schools, that when the charitable and religious public had car- 
ried on for years education in Alaska, the only gleam of light came 
from an appropriation by the United States, previous to which that peo- 
ple were sinking from their former education and irom their former work 
in their churches and from their comfortable homes under rigid rules 
sinking gradually into ignorance, forsaking tosome extent theirchurches, 
losing entirely their educational opportunitiesand privileges under tho 
rule of the Christian nation and people of the United States. 

There was a little appropriation given last year; and I have to say 
that but.for the opposition, the wrongdoing, the shameful wrongdo- 
ing of officials of the United States sent there a few years ago, those 
schools which were flourishing would have continued to flourish unti] 
this time; but the persecution of the representatives of a Christian peo- 
ple destroyed here and there one or another of the schools and they let 
without scholars the teachers who had gone from motives of charity, of 
mercy, and of Christianity to that far-off land to teach for a pittance 
for the good of theirkind. These agents of theGovernment drove away 
the children, brought suits against the teachers and against those who 
were carrying on the schools, turning them out of the old warehouses 
built by the Russians and improved and finished for school-houxs by 
these missionaries and by these teachers. They were driving them out 
to make play-grounds for officers of this Government with the dane ng 
girls of that Territory. That is the history of education in Alaska 

I have before this expressed my gratitude that this administration had 
removed that class of officers, had sent better men there, who had some 
idea of the obligations which this country was under to a people whom 
we acquired by treaty, and to a people who by treaty we promised to 
take care of, and to look after the interests and the education of, to pre- 
serve to them their rights of religion, their schools, their churches, their 
houses, and keep them in their position as the Russians had done be- 
fore. The Senate saw and heard some of these things. They knew 
something about the condition of this country. It was discussed here 
somewhat, and by a positive and decided vote the Senate put into this 
bill, as the expression of its wish and the expression of its will, an ap- 
propriation of $25,000 for education in Alaska. 

I have no knowledge which would authorize me to say why the com- 
mittee of the Senate did not carry out the will of the Senate, but I have 
a feeling for the people of that far-off land, in their ignorance and in 
their persecution and in their approaching degradation; I have an in- 
terest in them, partly because I am an American citizen and those people 
were acquired by treaty from a semi-barbarous government, and we 
have let them sink day by day, month by month, year by year, decade 
by decade from a peaceful and to some extent an educated condition, 
enjoying a quiet and a somewhat happy life, down to penury and want 
and ignorance, and, as far as the restraining influences of their religion 
do not protect them, down to degradation. . 

It is unworthy of the Senate, unworthy of Congress, unworthy of the 
American people that we should have to make appeals for fifteen or 
twenty-five or one hundred thousand dollars to educate those wards o! 
this nation—not Indians, but civilized people, Christian peopte. 

Whatever the committee of the other House may have thought or 
whatever the committee of the Senate may heedlessly have admitted 
I regret; but I haveno reproach to cast on anyone. I regret more than 
I can express that when the attention of all the people of the l nited 
States was called by recent and frequent communications in the press 
to the condition of that country and by the indignation which followed 
the acts of our own agents there as they became known and were pu - 
lished in the religious and secular papers of the day—I say | regre! 
more than I can express the shame that brands my people and my »4 
tion by failing to do even a small part of its duty to these remote, !4r 
off people. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to the 
fact that I asked him to examine this subject and to examine }t 10 Te 
erence to the necessities and to the wants and to the condition of thes 
people, and to some extent the Senator from Kentucky did it and ; 
in favor of this amendment when it was presented in the Senate, {vor 
its passage, and did what an honest Scotchman ever will do—the righ! 
thing for the people. BN at 

Mr. BECK. Now, I want to say to the Senator from Michigan th 
he called my attention specially to this, and I examined it with all oo 
care I could. We did urge it upon the House conferees as earnestly 33 
we could, but we were met bya letter from one of our agents UP —— 
which showed a very bad condition of things, and it was a struggle! 
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days to keep even the $15,000 that we retained in the bill. It was the 
pest we could possibly do under the circumstances; and we came very 
near not getting one dollar allowed; and had it not been for the ear- 
nest effort made by the Senator from Michigan, and the efforts I tried 





to make because of the faith I had in his statements and because of 


the examination I made at his request, I doubt whether he would have 
been able to do better in the face of such a letter as was read to us 
(which, I am sorry tosay, reflected somewhat severely on the manage- 
ment of the schools up there and was very hard toanswer). I am glad 

e got this much; Iam sorry we did not get more; but I assure him 
we could not get another dollar. bens 

Mr. CONGER. Is the Senator willing to give the name of the 
writer ECK. Ihave not the letter with me; it was carried to the 
House, and I would not like to call names. 

Mr. CONGER. I think I know. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not remember the name of the writer, but it 
was written by a Treasury agent. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, it was a Treasury agent; I know that. 

Mr. CONGER. No doubt of it; it issuch kind of men that we send 
to that region, who join with the Indians in making with their rum 
and molasses their kootchinoo. I know them; they are tracked all 
over that country; any one who goes there will see them. Whoever 
reads their statements will find out what kind of men they are. I 
characterized those men a short time ago—the Lord knows I did not 
believe this administration had sent there one of that class. I thought 
they had rooted them out, root and branch; but if there is anybody there 
left to write letters to a conference committee to give up education in 
Alaska, to turn over the children, the girls to degradation and the boys 
to infamy, I trust that the President of the United States, whether the 

be a Treasury agent or governor or commissioner or judge or 
district attorney of that region, will do as he has done heretofore in re- 
gard to officials there, reach out, even far off across the British territory, 
his strong hand of power and drag the villain home. 

That is the kind of men who destroy the prospects of the people in 
Alaska; that is the kind of men who are thwarting and have been for 
years the earnest endeavors of Christian people, of philanthropic peo- 
ple, of the Government itself, to do something good and useful to those 
wards of this nation. I had hoped that they were all gone; I had 
hoped that that class would never reappear there as the representatives 
of thedignity and majesty of this nation. Many of them have been 
recalled. 


Now, in contrast with this man, whoever he may be—I do not care 
for his name if he has written such a letter as that—take the conduct 
of the naval officers and the revenue marine officers, whose names are 
reverenced wherever ther good deeds have been known for the last five 
or six years, without authority of law but yielding to the manly and 
noble and decorous influences which they had as they went up and 
down on the Government boats there, restraining vice, preventing 
drunkenness, preventing lechery, preventing degradation, until their 
names have become a watchword for virtue and honor and manliness 
among the officers of the United States. 

Then compare that conduct with that of some of the men whose 
names were sent here, and I am ashamed to say by an administration 
with which I was in accord, and who have been removed properly by 
an administration with which I am not politically in accord. Contrast 
those officers of the Navy and the revenue marine, whose names are held 
in remembrance by all the good people of that region and of the United 
States for their kindly influence and protection to schools, with these 
other officers of the United States, paid with the money of the United 
States, sent there to represent the honor and dignity and glory of the 
United States, who write back such letters as this man has written and 
# many other agents of the United States have written. I have them 
M my possession now, letters which I would be ashamed to read in the 
presence of a virtuous and enlightened audience. 

Now, may we not have a further conference on this matter? I do 
not know whether this report is final or only partial; but if we could 
have a further conference we could express the opinion of the Senate 
Upon that iation of $25,000, for it is not the amount, it is the 
aa even of the little pittance given that is so shameful. I 

hope that another committee would insist upon retaining at 
least what the Senate has voted in. 

weigh withsome feeling on thissubject. Ihave read and studied 
= ly as I was able the reports of Wilkes’s expedition in 1836 and 

, [think it was, and Gouverneur Morris’s report when he was the 
‘gent of the Government in that country, and the reports of other offi- 
ters; I have read all that I could find and two or three lately published 
books in to the condition of Alaska, and Iam interested in that 
people and I have become interested in the honor of the United States 
= its own dignity and its own interests there, and I 
have no teproaches, as I said, to cast on the committee. I believe they 
have done all they thought they could, but if it be further opened, 

this report is final, I would ask the committee in the name of 
that put the appropriation there to stand by that appro- 
and I have no doubt, on proper representations, the House con- 
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ferees would see its importance and yield to the desire of the Senate in 
this respect. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Before we leave this point I beg leave to say just a 
few words. 

I do not know who that anonymous man was who vilified the schools 
and the cause of education in Alaska, but I look to higher official sources. 
Here is an official report of the officer in charge of education in Alaska 
under the laws passed a year or two ago, which was transmitted to the 
Senate in response to a resolution and referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories March 4, 1886, and ordered to be printed-—a considerable pam- 
phlet, thoroughly reviewing the whole subject. Governor Swineford, 
of Alaska, in his annual report of last autumn, says: 

The native Alaskans,as a rule,are industrious and provident, living 
manent and substantial homes,and all are self-sustaining. These people, it 

should be understood, are not Indians. Their appearance, habits, language, 

complexion, and even their anatomy, mark them as a race wholly different 


and distinct from the Indian tribes inhabiting other portions of the United 
States. 


In per- 


They are far superior intellectually, if not in physical development, to 
the Indian of the plains; are industrious, more or less skillful workers in 
woods and metals; and that they are shrewd, sharp traders all who have had 
dealings with them will, I think, be willing to testify. They yield readily to 
civilizing influences, and can, with much less care than has been bestowed 


upon native tribes elsewhere, be educated up to the standard of good and in- 
telligent citizenship. 




























F. A. Walker, Commissioner of Indian Aflairs, as long ago as 1872, 
in an official communication, said: 
For myself, I have never believed that the natives of Alaska were Indians 


within the meaning of the Constitution any more than are Esquimaux or Kan- 
akas, and I am disposed to avoid entirely the use of the word * Indian 


’ as ap- 
plied to them. 

He goes on to speak well of them, as Governor Swineford does. I 
put this report of Mr. Jackson and also the report of the governor of 
Alaska against this unknown agent of the Treasury Department. The 
governor in his official report as governor says—I read this language 
to correct an error into which I fell when I was up before: 

The organic act, approved May 17, 1884— 

The first time we ever attempted to organize anything like a govern- 
ment for these people— 
provided an appropriation of $25,000 “ for the education of the children of school 


age in the Territory of Alaska, without reference to race,” and by act of July 4, 
1884, a further appropriation of $15,000 is made. 


Forty thousand dollars in the aggregate, and it was $25,000 last year 
and $15,000 this year, and next year where will it be? The Russians 
had very good schools in portions of Alaska, but the schools were 
abandoned and the teachers went home to Russia when we took pos- 
session of the Territory. The governor says: 

The general agent reports that he has, during the past summer, established 
and placed competent teachers in charge of schools at Juneau, Sitka, Wrangell, 
Jackson, Boyd (Hoonah), Haines, and Unalaska. A corpsof teachers has also 
been sent to establish schools on the Kuskokwim River, 150 miles above where 
it empties into the Bering Sea. The schooner on which these teachers sailed ar- 
rived atthe mouth of the river on the 19th of June, and presumably by this 
time have their buildings up and their schools in operation. 

I suppose they must come home. 

The governor proceeds to say: 

In this connection I desire to say that in my opinion the sum appropriated 
for the establishment and maintenance of common schools in Alaska is not 
nearly sufficient. No argument is needed to establish this fact. A glance ata 
map showing the location of the schools enumerated as having already been 
and remaining yet to be established ought to be sufficiently convincing. Aside 
from the cost of their original establishment, the supervision and control in- 
volves many thousands of miles of expensive travel annually on the part of the 
general agent and the teachers. The appropriation should be increased to at 


least $50,000. 

From two or three little islands up in that sea we get a very good 
interest on all the money we paid for Alaska, and the manner in which 
we are discharging our duty to the people whom Russia educated is 
seen by the appropriation in this bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not feel like letting this oppor- 
tunity pass without adding my protest to those which have already 
been made against the action of the committee, and my disapproval of 
the inadequate appropriation for schools in Alaska, which is less by the 
conference report than the amount placed in the bill by the Senate. 
By the act providing a civil government for the district of Alaska, sec- 
tion 13, it was provided: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall make needful and proper provision 


for the education of the children of school age in the Territory of Alaska, with- 
out reference to race, until such time as permanent provision shall be made for 


the same. 

By the same act there was appropriated $25,000 for the support of 
schools in Alaska for children without reference to race. At the same 
Session by the Indian appropriation bill there was appropriated $15,000 
for industrial schools, and at the second session of the Forty-eighth 
Congress there was appropriated $20,000 for industrial schools. Those 
are all the appropriations for schools in Alaska, except the appropria- 
tion made at the present session of $20,000 for industrial schools, and 
as my recollection now serves me a previous appropriation of $50,000 
which was pever expended and which lapsed into the Treasury. 

The appropriation of $20,000 for industrial schools will not afford 
school privileges for over one hundred and seventy-five pupils. There 
are in Alaska to-day, besides the white and Russian inhabitants, from 
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thirty-three to thirty-five thousand natives. There are at least ten | the people of Alaska no ‘power, as I have said, to organize schools or 
thousand children in Alaska of school age, from six to twenty-one years | levy taxes or to make any expenditure for school purposes. 
of age. There are in Southern Alaska, where schools have been estab- | is a disgrace to Congress and to the American people. 
lished and are now in operation, at least twenty-five hundred children | I hold in my haud the estimate of the amount required for g¢})o.) 
of school age. ‘There were in the schools which were established last | which have been established and which it is proposed to establish * 
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year, and carried on by the appropriation made at the first session of | the southern part of Alaska alone, giving the estimate foy eac 
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the Forty-eighth Congress, at least a thousand children, Indian, white, the salaries of teachers, and all the amounts necessary for the organi, 


Russian, and Aleutian. 
It took the Interior Department a year to devise a plan for the ex- 
penditure of the money appropriated by the organic act of the Territory, 


| tion of these schools. It is as follows: 


BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 


so that the schools in 1885 and 1886 have been carried on by appropri- | An cxhibit of the needs of the “fund for the education of child 


ations made for the year 1884-’85. There never has been but one ap- 
propriation of $25,000 for day schools, schools in which all the children 
of school age in the Territory, without reference to race, are to be edu- 
cated. The teachers who are engaged in these schools were brought 
from the East. They went to Alaska with the expectation that Con- 
gress would continue the policy of educating the children there. If 
there is an appropriation of only $15,000 for the support of these 
schools a large portion of the thousand children who have been in 
school during the last year must be remanded back to ignorance, and the 
teachers will be left without employment and without the means of re- 
turning to their homes, three or four thousand miles away. 

Mr. President, I do not agree with what has been said in regard to 
the conduct of the schools in Alaska. It must be remembered thatthe 
day schools have been in operation but a single year; that Alaska is a 
vast territory, containing over 500,000square miles, without roads, with- 
out means of transportation, and that these native children are scattered 
over all this vast territory, living, some of them, in villages along the 
coast at great distances from each other. To expect that schools estab- 
lished.and governed by rules established by an executive department 
of the Government should become models of excellence in a single 
year and that we should have efficient schools for ten thousand chil- 
dren with the small appropriation of $25,000 for an entire school year 
is preposterous, 

{ was in Alaska myself last year and made inquiry in regard to these 
schoolsand saw some of them, and I disagree with the writer of the let- 
ter which has been mentioned as having been received from a Treasury 
agent. So far as I could learn, the schools were being conducted with 
ability and with economy, and were doing a good work. In this con- 
nection I submit, and ask the Secretary to read, an extract from a re- 
port of the first grand jury ever assembled in the Territory to show 
what this official body says in regard to these schools, and place their 
statement against the letter of the Treasury agent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Extract of a report of the grand jury, in the district court of the United States 
for the district of Alaska, May term, 1886. 


We have visited the several schools in Sitka under Government patronage 
and have been muck pleased with their showing. The Indian school is gradually 
winning its way to the favor of the natives. The whiteschool is largely attended, 
and much interest is manifested by its pupils in their studies. The training 
school under charge of the Presbyterian mission seems to be well con- 
ducted, and all these schools are under zealous management and evidently ac- 
complishing much good. A proper Government building, however, should be 
provided for the Indian school, as the present (a rented) one is not at all suitable 
orcomfortable. That used for the white children is not conveniently located or 
sufficiently large. It is desirable that a new building should be erected suffi- 
ciently large to accommodate the increase of attendance and in a locality af- 
fording convenient play-grounds, which do not exist in the neighborhood of the 
building now used. 

Mr. DOLPH. Many of the children who are being ediicated in these 
schools are not Indians, They are natives, but many of them are cit- 
izens under the treaty of cession of this Territory to the United States. 
The third article of the treaty provides: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory, according to their choice, reserving 
their natural allegiance, may return to Russia within three years; but if they 
prefer to remain in the ceded territory, they, with the exception of uncivilized 
native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, 
and immunities of citizens of the United States, and shall be maintained and pro- 
tected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 


There never has been any question but that the Aleuts are citizens, 
and there two thousand children of school age to-day in Alaska of 
American, Russian, and Aleut parentage. Then the district court of 
the Territory has decided that the Thlinget tribes are also citizens, and 
there are two thousand children of school age belonging to those tribes, 
so that there are four thousand children of citizens of school age in the 
Territory of Alaska who must depend on appropriations by Congress 
forschools. We give the people of Alaska no Legislature, we allow them 
to make no laws, we make no provision for taxing property, for organ- 
izing school districts or educating their children, we give them no” 
schools, 

The governor of the Territory recommends an appropriation of $50,- 
000 tor these day schools, which are entirely distinct from the industrial 
schools. The Secretary of the Interior recommends $25,000. The House 
of Representatives made noappropriation for the support of these schools. 
The Senate placed a meager appropriation in the bill, and now the con- 
ference committee come and propose to reduce it to the pitiful sum of 
$15,000 to educate ten thousand children of school age, and that in a 
case where the obligation rests on fhe Government to make adequate 
provision for their education. And all this notwithstanding we give 
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It will be very well to improve the administration of these schools, 
but you never will have a school system for Alaska, or, at least for 
many years, without adequate appropriations by Congress. These 
schools are detached; they are many miles apart; there are no roads in 
the Territory, and there are no regular means of communication. 
Many of the female teachers to reach these schools have to travel for 
many miles and for days and nights in Indian canoes, paddled hy na- 
tives, in order to reach places to educate the native children. They 
have gone there from motives of duty, not for the compensation which 
they receive; they have gone there from the East to devote themselves 
to this work, and now it is proposed to cut down the appropriation and 
leave them without support, and, as I said before, to remand these 
children, who have been receiving the benefits of instruction in these 
schools, back to ignorance. 

I desired to say this much, without reflecting on anybody, because | 
take an interest inthis matter. I repeat itis a disgrac> to Congress to 
appropriate only $15,000 to educate ten thousand children. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it must be pretty clear that there 
is an invincible repugnance on the part of the House of Representatives 
(of whom I may now speak with propriety or this conference report 
to education. The Senate has sent to the House a bill to aid the States 
in educating the children in our own States, chiefly wit! a view to help 
those States that did not seem to have fully the means of doing it, whic! 
has gone, apparently, to its last repose. 

Now, when under a treaty which has put these people under our 
charge, and a people to whom we have given, as the Senator trom 
Oregon [Mr. DoLpH] has so well said, no authority to tax themselves 
or to set up any kind of aschool government even among themse!ves, 
who are entirely in our hands and at our mercy and demanding °U! 
justice, and entitled to it, the House of Representatives is unw!)!!ng 
that anything more than the mere shadow and pretense of doing our 
duty shall gointo this bill. That is the way it stands. 

These people are entirely different in their situation from the peo)" 
of any other Territory to whom we have given an automatic means 0! 
self-regulation and self-support and self-taxation. They have no su 
power, and therefore it depends entirely upon Congress, and the hxc" 
utive in carrying out the laws of Congress, to make any provis}o" 4 
all for the civil and religious and educational welfare of that peor’ 
for whom every obligation of public faith toward Russia, of } nor“ 
patriotism toward our own citizens, should appeal to us, not only to °° 
liberal but to be generous, to take a large view of the case, aud to p'” 
vide ample means for education last year and this year and every 5°" 
until theyshall have grown into a condition where we shal! allow (°" 
by a Territorial government, whenever that time may come, ‘0 “* 
care of themselves. ; , 

And yet it must be said, as the chairman of the committee ).s 
and as the Senator from Kentucky has said, that where money's '° ™ 

i from the Treasury for any object it requires the @{ir™* 
tive assent of both the Houses to do it; but when the House of !ep™™ 
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sentatives sent us after the expiration of the fiscal year, for the first 


time, this sundry civil appropriation bill, and when as rapidly as we | now left, but I am not disheartened. 


can, after a month of consideration, we have come to an end about it 
and sent it back to them and have put in what is really a pittance at 
the best for these purposes, the representatives of the House of Repre- 
sentatives say to Us, **You can have no bill at all, or you must leave 
that item out.’’ , 

That is what it comes to, and for one, although I am rather anxious 
to see the green hills of Vermont, I would rather stay here until De- 
cember on a question of this kind—not to undertake to force the House 
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of Representatives to do anything that they will not on consideration | 


do, they are independent, but to undertake to persuade them that 
honor and justice and humanity and public policy require that a liberal 
provision should be made for these objects. 

You may, as the chairmanot the committee has apparently convinced 
the Senator from Massachusetts, postpone the building of a light-house 
until next year, for the sea will be there and the islands will be there 
and, perhaps, the wrecks, and you can build it then; but what would 
be thought of any legislator in a State who postponed the school appro- 
priation for his State for one year? There is the loss of a year that 
can never be repaired and that can never be brought back to you; and 
therefore it does not do for me to be told, ‘‘ Oh, well, we will wait, 
now as it is late in the session, and let it go to next year or some other 
year when the House of Representatives shall have been sufficiently edu- 
cated to understand the value of education and will be willing to appro- 
priate some money for these far-off dependent people.’’ 

Mr. President, I am going to vote against this report on this ground 
alone, to say nothing of others that might be mentioned, as a means of 
expressing my sense of disapprobation of this way of treating appropri- 


ation bills at the very tail end of the session after eight months have | 


gone by, and then being told, under the pressure of being in the last 


days of the session, that we can not now appeal to the reason and re- | 


flection and reconsideration of our friends at the other end of the Cap- 
itol to do what I think when they shall come to consider it they will 
be quite willing to do. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I should like to ask the chairman of 
the committee if he can inform me as to the fate of the amendment put 
in this bill by the Senate for the construction and introduction of new 
boilers for the steamer Albatross and for expenses of the voyage from 
New York to San Francisco ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That was agreed toin the conference. 
tross is safe. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. 


The Alba- 


I should also like to know from the 


chairman of the committee what was done with the amendment of 


$17,000, I think, on page 8 of the bill as reported from the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, for approaches and heating apparatus for 
the custom-house and post-office at Port Townsend, Washington Terri- 
tory ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is also safe, I am glad to say. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Iam very glad to hear it. Then I 
would like to know what became of the amendment appropriating 
$60,000 for the establishment of a light-house at Cape Meares, Oregon ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That appropriation shares the fate of the Gould 


Island light-house. Onconsultation with the proper officers of the Light- | 


House Board I regret to say that we were obliged to leave that out. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. On what ground? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the ground that it would be difficult to procure 
the site for this light-house within the present fiscal year. That is our 
recollection here. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] and my- 
self concur that the difficulty was aboutobtaining the site. That was 
the difficulty with the Cape Meares light. 

/ Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. What about the appropriation put in 
for a fish-hatchery on the Columbia River, its tributaries, or their 
branches? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am sorry to say that also was left out. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. On what ground? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the ground that the House of Representatives 

7 not seem to be quite ready to commence the work on the Columbia 

ver. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to inquire of the Chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations in what condition is the provision as to the Ye!lowstone 
National Park? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam sorry to say te my friend that so far as his 
view and my own are concerned it is left rather dubious. The House 
of Representatives refused to agree to the Senate amendment, and I 
believe the very last thing we did before finally separating was to sur- 
aa = amendment put on by the Senate in reference to the Yellow- 

ne Park, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the House bill change the law? 

ir. ALLISON. No. 

Mr. VEST. The House simply appropriated $20,000 for the con- 
struction and improvement of roads in the Yellowstone National Park, 
iad made no appropriation for the salaries of the superintendent or the 
in aistans superintendents. I have taken considerable interest in 

Yellowstone National Park, and I do not propose now to deliver any 
Taledictory on the subject. 


“GOLD 


I am profoundly disgusted with the condition in which this park is 
I believe the sentiment of the 
people of this country is in favorof that park. I know the sentiment 
of this Senate is in favor and | at the next meeting of 
Congress to urge the adoption of a bill now upon the Calendar provid- 
ing for the permanent governm: ment of that 
ervation. 


of it, 


propose ne 


nt and improve reat res- 


I had been aware for some time that an organized attempt would be 
made in the interest of speculators and land-grabbers to : that 

| park. The geysers and the waterfalls and the Yellowstone Lake re- 
mained there unnoticed until the greed and avarice of the: ple 
have been aroused by the number of visitors who have lately gon re, 
and this whole thing is intended for the purpose of breaking up that res 
ervation, in order that these speculators, that these children of avarice 
and greed may grab, each one of them, as they can, one of these great 





wonderful prodacts of nature, that he may make as much money out 
of it as is possible at the expense of the people at large. 

The park was originated by my distinguished friend from Massac} 
setts on my right { Mr. Dawes], who was the author of the law, aad I 
have simply supplemented his exertions and acted as his adjutant in the 
whole matter. It was said yesterday in avery public place in this Cap- 
itol where I can neither speak nor vote that my interest in this Yellow 
stone Park arose from the fact that a constituent of mine had | 
appointed superintendent and that a number of Missouriat 
appointed to positions under him. It is false. It fia Ir. Presi- 
dent. Colonel Wear, the superintendent of that park, was appointed 
at the instance of my colleague and myself on account of his peculiar 
fitness for that position. The park had been going sadly to ruin and 
decay, and it was necessary to put some vitality in the enterprise, and 
we believed honestly that his appointment would do that thing. 

He was a distinguished soldier, a colonel in the Federal Army. He 
was an ardent sportsman, devoted to the chase, tooutdoorlife. We 
were not mistaken in that appointment; and a great deal of this oppo- 
sition has arisen from the fact that he has stood against the specula- 
tors and adventurers even at the peril of his life, and so stand 
day. 

This present legislation breaks up the park as effectually as if the 
original act introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts had been 
repealed. It is proposed to put troops there. Soldiers are as utterly 
unfit for that duty as they would to become professors ot 
in any college in the land. 

It was stated publicly yesterday in another place from this that the 
present superintendent had put in a lot of political appointe it 
not true. So far from that park being filled with my constituents, I 
have distinctly refused to give one single recommendation to Colonel 
Wear of a single citizen of my State, and I have invariably written to 
him to appoint men upon his personal acquaintance and upon their 
knowledge of the mountains and their fitness from their past lives for 
those positions. 

I aliude to this because Colonel Wear can not speak for himself, and 
he now goes out of office under this legislation. For the motive that 
prompts this attack upon me I have only the most unmitigated con- 
tempt. It could only emanate from a smail politician, whose political 
horizon is limited and bounded by the area of greed for office and pat- 
ronage. 

It was said here the other day, and it was a cheap species of rhetoric 
which I shall not emulate, that this park was reserved for the rich and 
for the distinguished, and that the poor of the country w 
from it. I assert here to-night that there is not one place of public 1e- 
sort on this whole continent where travel and accommodation are so 
cheap as in the Yellowstone National Park. There is no place whére 
the tourist or the visitor can travel and can be entertained for so small 
a sum as to-day upon that reservation. 

In the same line of attack upon the park it was said that the poor 
man’s cart was excluded, and that only wagons with tires 4} inches 
broad were permitted in the park. Colonel Wear was held up here 
before the public opinion of the country as an aristocrat, an autocrat, 
who was seeking to exclude the carryalls and the humble farm wagons 
that the poor man desired to take into that park, and that none but 
broad tires could be admitted there. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], when 
this charge was made, telegraphed to the Department of the Interior, 
and here is the reply. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTER! 
Hon, Caas. F. MANpDERSON : 
_ In compliance with recommendation of Lieutena Kengman an order was 
issued to the superintendent May 25, 1886, requiring that all wa s engaged in 
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Mr. VEST. So it seems instead of this being a movement in favor 
of the aristocracy and titled and distinguished visitors, in lieu of this 
picture so graphically drawn on this floor a few days ago of a Senator 
before whom the officials of the park made oriental salaams and genu- 
flections of humility, this order was issued at the instance of the engi- 
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neer officer in charge of the park, and not at the instance of Colonel 
Wear, and it was issued and properly issued to protect the roads in the 
park from being destroyed by the heavy ore wagons that haul from 
Cinnabar to Cooke City. 

It is said that this park to-day is under the control of a hotel mo- 
nopoly. If the men who make this charge had the fairness and honesty 
to go to the Interior Department and investigate the lease under which 
these hotels are built they would see that the Government has provided 
against a monopoly in every shape, form, or conception. It was in- 
tended in that lease, of which I myself was a critic at the instance of 
the Secretary of the Interior—it provided in that lease in the most com- 
plete terms that every citizen of the United States should have free 
access and there should be no especial privileges granted to any one. 
If I know myself, without pretending, without making the demagogic 
plea of being the especial friend of the poor man—if I know myself, I 
would be accessary to no act of legislation which would look to a mo- 
nopoly on that subject in any shape or form. It is not true that any 
monopoly exists there to-day. 

But, Mr. President, I come now to a matter somewhat personal to 
myself, which I desire to notice very briefly. It was said also ina 
very public place in this Capitol yesterday: 

I desire to state here that the last I heard of the superintendent of that park 
was that he had become partially interested in a coal mine which was situated 
on the margin of the park; and that thereupon, or immediately thereafter, no 
doubt without the knowledge of the Senator who introduced the bill, a bill was 
introduced in the Senate of the United States which would cut off that portion 
of the park, leaving it in his possession with a title. If that is so, it indicates 
jobbery. Ido not mean to say that it was jobbery; but if an investigation is 
moved into this matter by anybody, I will undertake to introduce a gentleman 


of credible character to this House who claims to be able to give the informa- 
tion necessary to substantiate that fact. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator on which side of 
the park that is. 

Mr. VEST. The northern portion of it. 

Mr. TELLER. I can say that that was recommended by the Depart- 
ment a long time before the bill was introduced, that the northern line 
should be moved south. 

Mr. VEST. Not only that, but the—— 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow mea moment. The line is 
now north, runninginto Montana. The Department propose to have it 
moved south far enough to get upon the Wyoming line. That recom- 
mendation, involving I think about 6 miles, was made at least three 
years ago. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Two miles in width. 

Mr. TELLER. Whatever it was. There wasan attempt to move it 
down on a recommendation made to Congress a long time ago. 

Mr. VEST. Not only that, but the identical language, every word 
of it which is contained in the fourth section of the bill that I intro- 
duced, and I believe I introduced every billin regard to the Yellowstone 
Park, its government, and its boundaries—every syllable of this section 
of the bill was written by Mr. Hague, a member of the Geological 
Bureau, who had been stationed in the park and who was familiar with 
all the lines, and he desired a change in the boundary that would bring 
it down 2 miles south, so as to conform with the boundary line be- 
tween the Territories of Wyoming and Montana. And to show how 
absurd this whole intimation is that there could have been any job in 
this matter, I hold in my hand the bill I introduced on February 4, 
1884, containing this change of boundary, during Mr. Arthur’s ad- 
ministration, long before Colonel Wear was thought of in connection 
with the park in any capacity, and when the most sanguine hardly 
dared to hope that a Democratic President would be inaugurated at 
the coming election. 

These are the simple facts, and there could have been no job unless 
there had been a prescience which the Deity Himself only could have 
had. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator from Missouri whether the 
motive that actuated the Interior Department and actuated him in in- 
troducing the bill changing this northern boundary of the park and 
that actuated the Committee on Territories, was not that the jurisdic- 
tional extent of the park should be within the limits of the Territory 
of Wyoming so as to reach more nearly the punishment of crimes? 

Mr. VEST. It was. 

Mr. TELLER. Not to have an additional criminal jurisdiction. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. That was the object of the amendment, and 
of the Committee on Territories, of which I was a member, when I in- 
troduced the bill, and of Mr. Hague, who wrote the section himself and 
brought it to me and I incorporated it in the bill a year and a half 
before Mr. Wear was ever thought of in connection with the superin- 
tendency of the park. 

I apologize to the Senate for having noticed this matter at all. It 
is so absurd and ridiculous, that I should have a very poor opinion of 
mente if my character needed any defense in regard to such an allega- 

10n. 

Now, sir, as I said, I am not making any valedictory in regard to 
this enterprise. I propose at the next session of Congress to urge the 
bill now on the Calendar. I know that there are many Senators and 
Representatives who honestly think that this park should be destroyed. 
I know that there are other persons who are actuated by the meanest 
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and the basest motives of avarice and of greed that can be found jn 
any degraded human breast. For them and their motives I have on). 
the feeling which I have for any other loathsome object, and | sh.j) 
waste no more words upon them or upon their attacks on me or thoes 
who like me favor the Yellowstone National Park. “eq 

But, God willing, with health and strength, I will devote myce)s a 
reversing this conference report. It strikes down this park, it ieee 
up this magnificent reserve to those people who are unworthy to pre . 
their feet upon its soil. I shall vote against the report for this reas 
if for no other. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say a word about the Yellowstone No. 
tional Park. There are $20,000 given in the House bill as it now stands 
for the improvement of the roads and bridges in the park, and the law 
which authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to call on the Secretary o; 
War for sufficient force to guard it remains. While I regret as much 
as the Senator from Missouri does that the Senate amendment was 
stricken out, and while I believe that everything he says in regard to 
the park is true, and while I will go as far as he will to maintain it. | 
believe that under the House provision, with the aid of the Secretary os 
War, the park can be preserved until some suitable provision for jt ey 
be made hereafter. Therefore I was unwilling, much as I differed with 
the House in this regard, to jeopardize a bill of this importance by re. 
fusing to agree to it. Notwithstanding this was stricken out, beliey- 
ing and feeling assured that the Secretary of the Intezior, with the aiq 
of the Secretary of War, will take care of the park until something bet. 
ter can be done, I shall vote for the adoption of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption o; 
the report of the committee of conference. 7 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, before the vote is taken, I de- 
sire to say a word in reference to this report. There are many things 
in it which are not agreeable to me; there are many things in it which 
I opposed to the last moment; but if appropriation bills are to be 
passed, they must be passed by mutual concession between the two 
Houses, and not because every Senator or any Senator has a particular 
item in the bill which he approves or disapproves. This bill has occu- 
pied the attention of three members of this Senate for twenty-five hours 
between last Thursday and last night, and we have done the best we 
could with reference to every item in this bill. 

The item of which the Senator from Missouri speaks was the last 
item that was given up by the Senate at the very last moment of the 
conference. The items which have been so severely criticised by Sen- 
ators were saved to the extent and ability of your conferees upon the 
part of the Senate; unless, as intimated by the Senator from Vermont, 
we propose to remain here until December, when we shall be no bet- 
ter off than we are at this moment with reference to these contro- 
versies with the House of Representatives, in which they have aa 
equal voice with us and in which we have an equal voice with them. 
Therefore I desire to say that if this conference report is voted down 
the effect of it will be in my judgment to prolong this sess:on (I only 
mention that in order that Senators may know what they do with rel- 
erence to this report) from a week to ten days. 

Mr. VEST. I know very well the weight of the threat with which 
the Senator from Iowa closed his energetic address. I know that the 
Senate and the other House of Congress are permeated now with au 1:- 
tense desire to leave this Capitol; but I want to say one other thingas 
a reason for the vote which I shall cast against the report. I have sud 
what I desire to say in regard to one item of the bill. Now theres 
another to which I wish to refer. 

I had the most intense interest in forming the river and harbor bil 
in the appropriations for the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. Wer 
versed the action of the House, which destroyed the Mississippi aod 

Missouri River Commissions, and put those two great streams back 
into the hands of those commissions. Those of us who favored thee 
streams particularly were informed then that the proper mode 0! 4) 
propriation for the expenses of the commission was by an amencmett 
to the sundry civil bill and not by a provision in the river and harbor 
bill, and that this had been the practice. Relying upon that, we dil 
put an amendment in the sundry civil bill, now reported here !rom 
the conference committee, appropriating $25,000 for the expenses o! tbe 
Missouri River Commission and $100,000 for the commission 00 W* 
Mississippi River. How does this report leave those appropriations, 
Under the report as it now stands not one dollar will be exper’ 
upon either the Mississippi or the Missouri River Commissions 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is not aware that the Senate 
evening passed a joint resolution for the purpose of paying the expe" 
of those commissions. to 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But suppose the other House chooses not tops" 

Mr. VEST. I am aware that the Senate passed such a joint reo" 
tion this evening, and it will not be heard of again at this —_ 
The same autocratic will which struck the item out of the sund') 7 
bill will strike down that joint resolution like a sheep in the sham)’ 
I know it has been whispered around this Hal] that it would be aeons 
One single objection will stop it, and out of three byndred a0 ened 
five men eager and hot to leave this Capitol for domestic 41 
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take care of their political fortunes, who does not know that that joint 
resolution will be stricken down ? 

We are told then that we shall have an appropriation in December. 
For the three months intervening the works upon the Mississippi and 
Missouri Rivers are going to ruin, the boats are idle, there is no use for 
the hands of the engineers in charge of those rivers; and am I, a West- 
ern Senator living upon the banks of the Missouri River, to stand here 
and deliberately by my vote say that our conferees did right? I can 
not say itand I shail not say it. — 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to say only one word. In my 
judgment this Alaska business is as criminal as it would be if the Leg- 
jslature of any State in the Union, North or South, was to legislate or 
so to neglect to legislate as to shut up their common schools and leave 
a generation of children without education. 

I would not lightly vote to strike down this conference report, but I 
think it is a case and object in which the honor and decency of the 
United States are concerned. I think we ought at the cost of staying 
here several days longer to compel the House of Representatives to ex- 
press its own purpose and opinion upon this question of dealing with 
those people who have to their infinite sorrow and hurt passed from the 
control of semi-barbarous Russia, where they were educated and de- 
cently cared for, into the control of free, enlightened America. 

I want that thing to besubmitted to the House of Representatives. I 
know something by report of the methods by which a one-man power is 
made to control that House against its will, when measures which nine- 
tenths of that body desire to have passed are stifled by its system of 
rules. I think the condition of things is such that the true will and 
the true sense of honor and the true sense of the public interest in the 
House of Representatives will make its way over that obstacle, and I 
want at any rate to have the experiment tried. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I hope that the conference report 
will not be voted down. It may not be all that we desire. Perhaps if 
any one member of the Senate could have shaped this conference re- 
port according to his own will it would not have been such a report as 
has been presented; but you have had a committee of intelligent Sena- 
tors, men selected by the Senate itself to meet the conferees of the 
House. They have iabored assiduously, earnestly to reflect the will of 
the Senate in reference to all its amendments, and I think the criticisms 
on the committee are neither generous nor just. They have not been 
able to accomplish all they desired, but they had to meet a co-ordinate 
branch of Congress represented by their conferees, and they had to 
confer with them, and now they have come here with the best they 
could do. 

I think that the criticisms on the House of Representatives are unjust. 
They have as much right to say what shall be the expenditures of the 
Government as the Senate of the United States. I have no doubt that 
they have been actuated by as honest motives and as honest purposes 
as the Senate of the United States is actuated by. It is a simple dif- 
ference of opinion between the two Houses. It is not to be expected 
that there can be a concurrence of opinion between the House with 
three hundred and twenty-five members of that body and the seventy- 
six members of the Senate. You can get an equal number of men to 
concur in opinion upon scarcely any subject. I have no question but 
that the House of Representatives and its conferees have been just as 
honest in the position which they have taken as have been the Senate 
and its conferees. I have no doubt that the conferees representing 
each of the Houses have been actuated by a desire to accommodate 
themselves as far as they could to the wishes of the whole Congress of 
the United States. 

_ Therefore I do not join in this criticism on the House of Representa- 
tives and this attempt to throw all the blame for every miscarriage 
of on the House of Representatives. They have equal rights 
with us and they have asserted their rights. They have yielded some 
— and the conferees on the part of the Senate have yielded some 


ngs. 

As to this attempt to force the House I apprehend that whenever the 
House learns that there is a disposition on the part of the Senate to force 
them from the positions they have assumed, they will, as every brave 
man will do, teach by their acts that no attempt at compulsion will 
force them from the propriety of their acts. 

I therefore, that this conference report will be adopted and that 
we may be allowed to return to our homes, although we may be indi- 
as disappointed in our wishes as to what has been incorporated 

report. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, so far as the Yellowstone Park goes, I 

one agree with the Senator from Missouri as to the importance of 

ining it and of not giving it up as a great national institution. 

that I hear about it from those who have visited it the more 
in maintaining it, but the conferees representing the Senate 
this matter did not by any means believe that by agreeing to this 


is 
ee is abandoned. 

e the conferees of the House firm, fixed, immovable. The 
— had been discussed both here and there; and at last 

I think controlled the conferees of the Senate in yielding more 

was the fact that the fundamental law, which up to 

by the two Houses and is established as the law 
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for that park, summons two Departments of the Government to pro- 
tect and maintain it and not to give it up. The law as it stands to- 
day upon the statute-book, if it be enforced ina fair and consistent 
and sincere way, amply protects that park from any danger that has 
been mentioned here or been marshaled to-nigkt asa danger. The 
Secretary of the Interior is given jurisdiction in the park to care for 
it, to direct his attention and that of his Department to it, and what- 


| eyer is needed upon his request may be furnished by the War Depart- 


ment for every step of protection needed. 

There are two Departments with their whole force. Whatever the 
Secretary of the Interior may in his discretion believe is necessary to 
be done, he as the representative and head of the Interior Depart- 
ment calls upon this other Department, and there is the whole Army; 
and it has not very much to do, and its officers are intelligent and en- 
lightened men, and most of their experience is in Western and frontie 
life. 

While it does not suit me, while I would rather have kept what we 
have now as a system, I have no doubtin my mind that all of the ben- 
efits which shall be derived by American citizens in the years to come 
from that park will be maintained if the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of War sit down together and consulting about this mat- 
ter decide what is needed for the further protection of that park until 
Congress can establish its will in a permanent law. If the Secretary of 
the Interior says to the Secretary of War, ‘‘I need a force there as great 
as that which has been heretofore employed by the Interior Depart- 
ment,’’ the Secretary of War has ample material to call upon. 

Believing that, for one I consented rather than that this bill should 
fail, rather than that it should come back here with the delay of a re- 
port of a conference without any agreement, rather than to develop 
more antagonism in the House of Representatives, I agreed for one to 
this report. Fully concurring with those Senators who believe in the 
park, and who do not want it given up in every respect, I am here to 
maintain the belief and conviction that no harm is coming to that great 
institution of the Government. 

The Mississippi and Missouri River Commissions are disposed of 
practically by the joint resolution submitted by the Senator from Iowa, 
which will receive easy passage. The question that now confronts us 
is whether the report shall be defeated and the whole subject thrown 
open and new controversies entered into with the House of Represent- 
atives. While I do not claim that the conferees have not made mis- 
takes, and they are the furthest in the world from an infallible body, 
I think they have done the best they could under the conditions. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. [‘‘No! no!’’] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina moves that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us finish this matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is perfectly obvious 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not want to debate it, but simply to explain 
my motion. Itis perfectly obvious that we can do no business here 
to-night as long as the galleries areas full as theyare. If the galleries 
are cleared we shall get to business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I wish to say one word. There are 
many disappointments to me inthis bill. There are many points in it 
that I regret exceedingly have been lost in the conference; but although 
I was not upon the conference, I know something about the work the 
conference committee have been compelled to perform. Ido not think 
there has been for many years so laborious and so difficult a conference 
as this. 

I wish to say in regard to the Alaska appropriation that I agree with 
my colleague that it is an utter shame that such a miserable pittance 
should be found in the bill from this Congress, but the summer is well- 
nigh gone, especially in Alaska. There is no time to expend much 
money there now. The bill which should have become a law as early 
as last March is now into August before it can become a law, and there 
is probably not more than a month or six weeks left for the expendi- 
ture of money there. We had better not, therefore, in my opinion, 
spend much time upon the question whether the appropriation should 
be $15,000 or $25,000. 

All these other matters have received the attention of the committee 
in a manner which ought to receive the commendation of the Senate. 
Much as I am disappointed, I am for maintaining the report, and for 
attempting at the next session of Congress to undo much there is in this 
bill and to do much that the bill has omitted to do. 

I hope, therefore, that the report will be concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to say a single word. I do not 
understand this question to be a question of agreeing with the House 
of Representatives upon the amendments to the bill. I regard it asa 
question in the light which the Senator from Missouri has stated it to 
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be, of an agreement on the part of the Senate to sacrifice the plain and 
apparent public interest and public service of the country. 

There are various items in theconference report and in the bill, with- 
out criticising or condemning the members of the Senate who have been 
on the committee and who have doubtless striven to do their duty, 
which are a disgrace to the country, and we ought to sit here until the 
end of this year and until the people of this country should decide 
whether such a sacrifice of the public interest as is apparent here should 
be tolerated. 

The idea of refusing to make a small appropriation in the interest of 
education, which we are bound by treaty to do, is a disgrace to the coun- 
try, which ought not to be tolerated. The idea of submitting in the 
last hours of this session to a. demand made upon this co-ordinate body 
to reverse a solemn law of this country passed by both Houses of Congress 
setting apart the Yellowstone National Park and organizing it with 
its proper staff upon the demand of a few individuals, however they 
may control a co-ordinate branch of this Government, without consid- 
eration, without an opportunity for argument, without time to give con- 
sideration to it, and upon the pressure of a necessity of the Senate to go 
to their homes and attend to their business, is a method of legislation 
which ought not to be submitted to. It is not a question whether the 
Army can protect the National Park; it is the question whether we shall 
be forced to abandon the law passed by both Houses of Congress organ- 
izing that park in a particular manner and asssigning a particular staff 
of officers for its preservation. 

The question whether the great Mississippi and Missouri Rivers and 
their tributaries covering half the continent, the improvementof which 
has been provided for by acts of Congress time and again, and a com- 
mission appointed, whether good or bad, to carry it into effect, shall be 
set aside and destroyed and no provision made for it, without consid- 
erationon the part of Congress and withouta repeal of that legislation— 
these are questions important to the very existence and preservation of 
the Government, questions which are utterly indefensible, and which 
demand, in my judgment, that the conference report should not be 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. ALpRIcH] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
CAMDEN }. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRRILL], but I believe if he were 
here he would vote for this conference report, and I shall therefore 
vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 


Allison, George, Miller, Teller, 
Beck, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Vance, 
Berry, Gray, Payne, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Hale, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Butler, Harris, Ransom, Walthall, 
Coke, Harrison, Saulsbury, Whitthorne, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Sewell, 

Dawes, MeMillan, Sherman, 

Evarts, Maxey, Spooner, 


NAYS—14. 
Blair, Conger, Hawley, 
Call, Dolph, Hoar, 
Chace, Edmunds, Palmer, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Platt, 


ABSENT—25. 
Aldrich, Frye, McPherson, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Hampton, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Hearst, Manderson, Sabin, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford. 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, 
Eustis, Kenna, Morrill, 
Fair, Logan, Pike, 


So the report was concurred in. 


Vest, 
Wilson of Md. 


JOHN ELLIS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3908) for the reliefof John Ellis. 1t is simply a bill 
for the relief of a messenger of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay John Ellis 
$210, in fall for services rendered as messenger to the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress from October 15, 1877, to February 1, 1878. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. ALLISON. T ask now to take from the table the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 82) making additional appropriation for purchase of site for 
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Congressional Library, which was up this morning for consideration anq 
objected to and the objection afterward withdrawn. It will take bu; 
moment. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Who). 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. pence 

The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate without amend», 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAVANNAH. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask that the joint resolution which I reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds this evening 
relative to the public building at Savannah, Ga., be taken up at this 
time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate as in Committee of the Who) 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 209) permitting the 
public building authorized by act of Congress approved June 13. 1295 
at Savannah, Ga., to be located not less than 40 feet from any othe; 
building, instead of 50 feet, as provided in said act. , 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendmen: 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES HAHNEMAN. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask for the present consideration of the bil] (H, p 
8180) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. Let us go into executive session, 

Mr. DAWES. Let that poor fellow’s bill pass. It is a House pj)! 
which has come over here—— 

Mr. BUTLER. There have been so many poor fellows, and I am 
not going to sit here all night. I object. 

Mr. CULLOM. [I should like to make a motion to take up the 
House pension bills, all of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When we take them up we will take them |] 
up at once. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 43 minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 11 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 4, 1586, at 11 o’cloc! 
a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 3d day of August, 18% 
CLERK OF SURVEYS. 

John A. Parsons, of Salisbury, Md., to be principal clerk of surveys 

in the General Land Office, vice Frank Gordon, resigned. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Thomas Cooper, of Llinois, to be collector of internal revenue for the 

eighth district of Dlinois, vice Jacob Wheeler, resigned. 
The nomination of Thomas Cooper to the above-named office, de- 
livered to the Senate December 15, 1885, is this day withdrawn. } 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Frank J. Mott, of Denver, Colo., to be register of the land office at 

Denver, Colo., vice Louis Dugal, commission expired. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Allen Wood, of Susanville, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys 3 
Susanviile, Cal., vice Frank G. Ward, who has resigned. 

William J. McClure, of Coeur d’ Alene, Idaho, to be receiver 0! pul 
lic moneys at Coeur d’ Alene, Idaho, vice James F. Legate, who has re 
signed. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Joseph Hollman, of Emerson, Nebr., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Omaha and Winnebago agency in Nebraska, vice George W. VW" 
kins, who has resigned. 


REJECTIONS. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate August 2, 1°°6. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
James H. Freeman, of Tennessee, nominated to be marshal of the 
United States for the western district of Tennessee. 
Executive nominations rejected by the Senate August 3, 15>. 
POSTMASTERS. oa 
George P. Sanford, nominated to be postmaster at Lansing, 12 
county of Ingham and State of Michigan. ee 
Henry H. Porter, nominated to be postmaster at Dowagiac, 1"! 
county of Cass and State of Michigan. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Adelard Guernon, of Minnesota, nominated to be collector of eus'o™ 
for the district of Minnesota, in the State of Minnesota. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 3, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Washington, D. C. ; 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

FORT DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 1014) 
making appropriations for lands, &c., at the Fort Douglas military 
reservation, Utah; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREST OF A. K. CUTTING. 


Mr. LANHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 214) relating to the arrest and imprisonment of A. K. Cutting, 
an American citizen, by Mexico; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9726) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


VETO MESSAGE—RACHEL BARNES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message from 
the President of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 9106, entitled, ‘‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to Rachel Barnes.”’ 

William Barnes, the husband of the beneficiary named in this bill, enlisted in 
the United States Infantry in February, 1833, and was discharged February 24, 
1841. 

In 1880 he applied for a pension, alleging that while serving in Florida in 1840 
and 1841 he contracted disease of the eyes. He procured considerable evidence 
in support of his claim, but in 1882, and while still endeavoring to furnish fur- 
ther proof, he committed suicide by banging. 

The inference that his death, thus oceasioned, was the result of despondency 
and despair brought on by his failure to procure a pension, while it adds a sad 
feature to the case, does not aid in connecting his death with his military service. 

That this was the view of the committee of the House to whom the bill was 
referred is evidenced by the conclusion of their report in these words: 

“And while your committee do not feel justified under the law as at present 
existing in recommending that the name of the widow be placed upon the pen- 
sion-roll for the pu of a pension in her own right as widow of the deceased 
soldier and by reason of the soldier’s death, they do think that she should be 
allowed such pension ¢3, had her husband's claim been favorably determined 
on the day of his he would have received.” 

And yet the bill under consideration directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place this widow’s name on the pension-roll, and to “ pay her a pension as such 
widow from and after the passage of this act, subject to the provisions and lim- 
‘tations of the pension laws.”’ 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXEcUTIVE Mansion, July 31, 1886. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I move to refer the President’s message and the bill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Why? 

_The SPEAKER. This bill originated with the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. TAULBEE. I thought itwas an Invalid Pensions case. I move 
to refer to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It appears to me we might as well de- 
termine the question now. Our past experience, I think, has demon- 
saa to us the tendency of the House in regard to these pension 
¥ 

The SPEAKER. If the House refuses to refer (and the motion to 
refer is not debatable), the message and bill are before the House for 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does not a motion to pass the bill, the 
dbjections of the Executive to the contrary notwithstanding, take pre- 
cedence ? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. That is the course which must be 
pursued as the regular order if the message and bill are not referred. 
The bill comes up for consideration in the first instance, and the gen- 
Ueman from Kentucky moves to refer it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. 1 believe that motion is not debatable? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. TAULBEE. But I may be permitted to say it is in the interest 
of the claimant that I make that motion. The result of the former 
action of the House on these bills doubtless grew out of the indiscre- 


tion of these moving and pressing their immediate consideration. 


an BROWNE, of Indiana. I withdraw any objection to the refer- 


The message, with the accompanying bil!, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
VETO MESSAGE—DUNCAN FORBES. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives 
_ L return herewith without approval House bill No. 8336, « 
ing an increase of pension to Duncan Forbes." 

The beneficiary named in this bill enlisted under the name of Alexander 
Sheret, January 7, 1862, in the regular Army, and was discharged January 8, 1865. 

He applied for a pension in 1879, alleging that he was wounded in his right 
breast December 31, 1862, and in his right ankle September 20, 1863. He was pen- 
sioned in 1883, dating from January 9, 1865, for the ankle wound, but that part of 
his claim based upon the wound in his breast was rejected upon the ground that 
there was no record of the same, and the testimony failed to show 
wound had its origin in the service 

Though the lack of such a record is sufficiently accou 
that, conceding both the wounds alleged were reci 
fairly and justly treated. 

It appears from the allegations of his application to the Pension Bureau that 
after the wound in his breast, in December, 1862, he continued his service til 
September, 1863, when he was wounded again in the ankle, and that with both 
wounds he served until his discharjye, in January, 1865. It also appears from 
the records that after his discharge from the Army, and on the 3d day of Feb- 
ruary, 1865, he enlisted as landsman in the United States Navy, and served in 
that branch of the service for three years. 

A medical examination in May, 1885, disclosed the appearance of a gunshot 
wound in the right breast, which is thus described: ‘**The missile struck the 
seventh rib of right side and glanced off, leaving a horizontal scar two and one- 
fourth inches long and one-half inch wide, deeply depressed and firmly adher- 
ent.” 

I credit this claimant with being a good soldier, and I am willing to believe 
that his insistence upon a greater pension than that already allowed by the 
Pension Bureau, under liberal general laws enacted for the benefit of himself 
and all his comrades, is the result of the demoralization produced by ill-advised 
special legislation on the subject. 
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EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 31, 


Mr. TAULBEE. I move to refer the message and bill 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. ROWELL addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer is not debatable. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky moves to refer the message and bill to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like, with the permission of the House, to 
make a statement. I introduced this bill, and know the man person- 
ally. He is getting the “‘liberal’’ pension of $2 a month, and yet, 
being supported by a Grand Army post, is a totally disabled man with 
two wounds. Hisapplication was rejected by the Pension Department 
as to one wound, although there was ample testimony as to the second 
wound. He receivesa pension of $2 a month, and yet it is said he gets 
a “‘liberal’’ pension. 

Mr. TAULBEE. From the reading of the message 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

The question being put, the Speaker stated that the 
to have it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 57. 

So (farther count not being called for) the motion was agreed to; and 
the message, with the accompanying bill, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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OLEOMARGARINE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Tothe House of Representatives : 


I have this day approved a bill originating in the House of Representatives 
entitled “An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the 
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine.”’ 

This legislation has awakened much interest among the people of the coun- 
try, and earnest argument has been addressed to the Executive for the purpose 
of influencing his action thereupon. Many in opposition have urged its danger- 
ous character, as tending to break down the boundaries between the proper ex- 
ercise of legislative power by Federal and State authority; many in favor of 
the enactment have represented that it promised great advantages to a large 
portion of our population who sadly need relief; and those on both sides of the 
question whose advocacy or opposition is based upon no broader foundation 
than local or persona! interest have outnumbered ali the others. . 

This upon its face and in its main features is a revenue bill, and was first in- 
troduced in the House of Representatives, wherein the Constitution declares that 
all bills for raising revenue shal! originate. 

The Constitution has invested Congress with a very wide legislative discretion 
both as to the necessity of taxation and the selection of the objects of its burdens. 
And though if the question was presented to me as an original proposition | 
might doubt the present need of increased taxation, I deem it my duty in this 
instance to defer to the judgment of the legislative branch of the Government, 
which has been so emphatically announced in both Houses of Congress upon 
the passage of this bill. 

Moreover, those who desire to see removed the weight of taxation now press- 
ing upon the people from other directions may well be justified in the hope and 
expectation that the selection of an additional subject of internal] taxation, so 
well able to bear it, will in consistency be followed by legislation relieving our 
citizens from other revenue burdens, rendered by the passage of this bill even 
more than heretofore unnecessary and neediessly oppressive. 

It has been urged as an objection to tiis measure that while purporting to be 
legislation for revenue, its real purpose is to destroy, by the use of the taxing 
power, one industry of our people for the protection and benefit of another. 

If entitled to indulge in such a suspicion as a basis of official action in this 
case,and if entirely satisfied that the consequences indicated would ensue, I 
should doubtless fee! constrained to interpose executive dissent. 

But I do not feel called upon to interpret the motives of Congress otherwise 
than by the —— character of the bill which has been presented to me, and 
lam convinced that the taxds which it creates can not possibly destroy the open 
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and legitimate manufacture and sale of the hing upon which it is levied. If | ities of A. K. Cutting, a citizen of the United States. This statement was accor 
this article has the merit which its friends claim for it, and if the people of the | panied by sundry documents and affidavits disclosing the facts of the , ase a d 
land, with full knowledge of its r-al character, desire to purchase and use it, the | announcing the failure of the consul, Mr. Brigham, to procure any reply ty h ; 
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taxes exacted by this bill will permit a fair profit to both manufacturer and | applications for a fair hearing or trial, or for the release on bail of Mr. (11), 


dealer. If the existence of tie commodity taxed and the profits of its manufact- 
ure and saledepend upon disposing of it tothe people for something else which 
it deceitfully imitates, the entire enterprise is a fraud and not an industry; and 
if it can not endure the exhibition of its real character which will be effected by 
the inspection, supervision, and stamping which this bill directs, the sooner it is 
destroyed the better, in the interest of fair dealing. 

Such a result would not furnish the first instance in the history of legislation 
in which a revenue bill produced a benefit which was merely incidental to its 
mein purpose. 

fhere is certainly no industry better entitled to the incidental advantages 
which may follow this legislation than our farming and dairy interests; andto 
none of our people should they be less begrudged than our farmers and dairy- 
men. ‘The present depression of their occupations, the hard, steady, and often 
unremunerative toil which such occupations exact, and the burdens of taxation 
which our agriculturists necessarily bear, entitle them to every legitimate con- 
sideration. 

Nor should there be opposition to the incidental effect of this legislation on 
the part of those who profess to be engaged honestly and fairly in the manu- 
facture and sale of a wholesome and valuable article of food, which by its pro- 
visions may be subject totaxation. As long as their business iscarried on under 
eoverand by false pretenses,such men have bad companions in those whose 
manufactures, however vile and harmful, take their place without challenge 
with the better sort, in a common crusade of deceit against the public. But if 
this occupation and its methods are forced into the light and all these manufact- 
ures must thus either stand upon their merits or fall, the good and bad must 
soon part company, and the fittest only will survive. 

Not the least important incident related to this legislation is the defense af- 
forded to the consumer against the fraudulent substitution and sale of an imita- 
tion for a genuine article of food of very general household use. Notwithstand- 
ing the immense quantity of the article described in this bill which is sold to the 
peop!e for their consumption as food, and notwithstanding the claim made that 
its manufacture supplies a cheap substitute for butter, I venture to say that 
hardly a pound ever entered a poor man's house under its real name and in its 
true character. 

While in its relation to an article of this description there should be no gov- 
ernmental reguiation of what the citizen shall eat, it is certainly nota cause of 
regret if by legislation of this character he is afforded a neans by which he may 
better protect himself against imposition in meeting the needs and wants of his 
daily life. 

Having entered upon this legislation, it is manifestly a duty to render it as 
effective as possible in the accomplishment of all the good which should legiti- 
mately follow in its train. 

This leads to the suggestion that the article proposed to be taxed and the cir- 
cumstances which subject it thereto should be clearly and with great distinct- 
ness defined in the statute. It seems to me that this object has not been com- 
pletely attained in the phraseology of the second section of the bill, and that 
question may well arise as to the precise condition the article to be taxed must 
assume in order to be regarded as “ made in imitation or semblance of butter, 
‘r, when so made, calculated or intended to be sold as butter or for butter.” 

The fourteenth and fifteenth sections of the bill in my opinion are in danger 
of being construed as an interference with the police powers of the States. Not 
being entirely satisfied of the unconstitutionality of these provisions, and re- 
garding them as not being so connected and interwoven with the other sections 
as, if found invalid, to vitiate the entire measure, I have determined to com- 
mend them to the attention of the House, with a view to an immediate amend- 
ment of the bill if it should be deemed necessary, and if it is practicable at this 
late day in the session of Congress. 

The fact, too, that the bill does not take effect by its terms until ninety days 
have elapsed after its approval, thus leaving it but one month in operation be- 
fore the next session of Congress, when, if time does not now permit, the safety 
and efficiency of the measure may be abundantly protected by remedial legis- 
lative action, and the desire to see realized the beneficial results which it is ex- 
pected will immediately follow the inauguration of this legislation have had 
their influence in determining my official action. 

The considerations which have been referred to will, I hope, justify this com- 
munication and the suggestions which it contains. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 2, 1886, 


The message was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


A. K. CUTTING, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives : 

In performance of the duty imposed upon me by the Constitution, I herewith 
transmit for yourinformation (the same having heretofore been communicated 
to the Senate in response to a resolution of inquiry adopted by that body July 
26, 1886), certain correspondence and accompanying documents in relation to the 
arrest and imprisonment at Paso del Norte by Mexican authority of A. K. Cut- 


ting, a citizen of the United States. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 2, 1856. 


The message was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iask that the accompanying correspondence and 
documents communicated by the Secretary of State be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The correspondence and documents are as follows: 


To the President: 


In reaponse to the resolution of the Senate of July 26, 1886, asking for such in- 
formation as has been received by you through this Department concerning the 
alleged illegal detention of A. K. Cutting,an American citizen, by the Mexican 
authorities at El Paso del Norte,and whether any additional United States 
troops have been recently ordered to Fort Bliss, Texas, the undersigned, Secre- 
tary of State, has the honor to submit to the President all the information and 
correspondence of the Department of State on the subject. 

it is believed that the history of the case will be best understood if stated 
chronologically. 

Under date of July 1, 1886, Mr. Brigham, United States consul at Paso del Norte, 
Mexico, forwarded to Mr. Nenry K. Jackson, United States minister at the city 
of Mexico, a full statement of the arrest and imprisonment by Mexican author- 


whose imprisonment began on June 18, 1886,and continues unrelieved t., ; & 
day. A copy of this report of Consul Brigham and the accompanying 
ments is hereunto appended. = 

Immediately upon the receipt of Mr. Brigham’s statement, Mr. Jacko; 
note dated July 6, 1886, fully informed Mr. Mariscal,the Mexican secre: 
foreign affairs,of the case, and besought proper relief for Mr. Cutting 
earliest moment and through the speediest practicable channe|, E 

On July 7, 1886, Mr. Mariscal wrote, in reply to Mr. Jackson, that by ad 
the president he had addressed the governor of the State of Chihuahua ; 
mending him to see that prompt and due justice should be administered. 

On July 8, 1886, Mr. Jackson communicated copies of the correspondence to tha 
Department of State,all of which is sent herewith. Mr. Jackson's q sp teh 
transmitting it was received at this Department July 16,1886. and on July j- 
1886, a copy of Consul Brigham’s statement and its accompanying papers (here. 
inbefore referred to) was also received from the consul. : 

On July 17, 1886,a telegram from Consul Brigham, dated at El Paso, Tex ime 
received, stating that Cutting was still in prison, and that nothing had been do, : 
for his relief, as appears by the annexed copy of the same. “3 

The imprisonmentof this American citizen in Mexico, under the cireunst = 
stated, having thus continued for a full month without explanation or prospect 
of relief, the undersigned, on the 19th July, 1886, addressed a telegram to 'M 
Jackson, at the city of Mexico, instructing him to demand of the Mexican G,. 
ernment the instant release of A. K. Cutting, the substance of which teleg; an 
is appended. —_— 

On July 20, 1886,Consul Brigham’s dispatch, dated July 3, 1886, was recejy, 
at this Department, accompanied by the reply, without date, to Mr. Brighay 
application, of R. Castafieda, the Mexican judge under whose order Cutting ya, 
been arrested and imprisoned, copies of which papers are herewith submitted 

On July 20, 1886, the instruction of the undersigned, No. 221, to Mr. Jackso) 
was sent, reciting all the precedent correspondence and facts, and stating tio 
legal positions assumed by this Government as its ground for demanding the 
release of its citizen,a copy of which is herewith communicated. F 

On July 22, 1886, the telegram of Mr. Jackson, minister at Mexico, dated Jyly 
21, 1886, was received here, stating the refusal of the Mexican Government to a:. 
cede to the telegraphic demand of the undersigned for Cutting’s release. typ 
substance of which telegram is ———. On the same day a summary of the 
reasons for so declining was asked for by telegraph, and on the same night a re- 

ly from Mr. Jackson was received, giving a summary of the Mexican reasons 
Me substance of this telegraphic summary is annexed, and the full text of M; 
Mariscal’s refusal is found among the accompaniments to a later dispatch from 
Mr. Jackson—No. 272, of July 22, 1886. 

On July 26, 1886, Consul Brigham telegraphed to this Department that the gov- 
ernor of Chihuahua was pushing the trial of Cutting, who ignored the proceed- 
ings; copy of which telegram is appended. 

On July 27, 1886, the instruction of the undersigned, numbered 228, was mailed 
to Mr. Jackson; copy thereof is annexed. 

The last communication from Minister Jackson on the subject, being his dis 
patch No, 272, of July 22, 1886, hereinbefore referred to, was received at this De- 

rtment on the 3lst ultimo. It conveys the text of the correspondence had by 

im with the Mexican secretary for foreign affairs,in which Cutting’s release 
was demanded and refused. 

In the interim since July 27, 1886, the undersigned has had several personal 
interviews with Mr. Matias Romero, the Mexican minister at this capital, whos 
desire for a satisfactory adjustment of this case has been manifested, but from 
whom the undersigned has procured no other information than is contained in 
the correspondence herein recited. 

A copy of article 186 of the Mexican code, which was handed to the under- 
signed by Mr. Romero in support of the claim of Mexico to take cognizance of 
—— which Mexicans were the subject in foreign countries, is herew 

nD . 

This conflict of laws is even more profound than the literal difference of cor- 
responding statutes, for it affects the underlying principles of security to per- 
sonal liberty and freedom of speech or expression, which are among the main 
objects sought to be secured by our framework of government. 

The present case may constitute a precedent fraught with the most serious 
results. 

The alleged offense may be—and undoubtedly in the present case is—withia 
the United States held to be a misdemeanor not of high grade, but in Mexico 
may be associated with penal results of the vest character. An act may be 
created by a Mexican statute an offense of high grade which in the Unite 
States would not be punishable in any degree. The safety of our citizens and 
all others lawfully within our jurisdiction would be greatly impaired, if no! 
wholly destroyed, by admitting the power of a foreign state to define offenses 
and apply penalties to acts committed within the jurisdiction of the United 
Stat 
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The United States and the States composing this Union contain the on!y forum 
for the trial of offenses against their laws, and to concede the jurisdiction 
Mexico over Cutting’s case, as it is stated in Consu! Brigham’s report, woul’ 
be to substitute the jurisdiction and laws of Mexico for those of the United 
States over offenses committed solely within the United States by a citizen o 
the United States. ae 

The offense alleged is the publication in Texas, bya citizen of the United Sis es, 
of an article deemed libelous and criminal in Mexico. No allegation of lls ar 
culation in Mexico by Mr. Cutting is made, and indeed no such circulation ¥6 
practicable or even ble, because the arrest was summarily made on (he 
same day of the publication in the English language in Texas, on the coming © 
the alleged writer or publisher into Mexico. And the Mexican corresponde an 
accompanying Mr. Mariscal’s refusal te release Cutting, found iu the accom) 
niments to Minister Jackson's dispatch, No. 272, of July 22, 1886, shows (hatte 
one hundred and eighty-sixth article of the Mexican code is the ground of & 
jurisdictional claim. : oe 

Under this pretension, it is obvious that any editor or publisher of any nev* 
paper article within the limits and jurisdiction of the United States could on 
rested and punished in Mexico if the same were deemed objectionable ' ™ 
officials of that country, after the Mexican methods of administering ju" 
should he be found within those borders. 

Aside from the claim of extraterritorial power, thus put forth for the is ; 
of Mexico and extending their jurisdiction over alleged offenses adie’ 

to have been committed within the borders of the United States, #™ ™ 
be considered the arbi and ve ings which, as measur ig 
the constiiutional stan of the United States, destroy the substance o! )"° 
trial and procedure, to which Mr. Cutting has been subjected. diag 

The correspondence, and the case as constituted by the Mexican proces’ 
and the action of this Department, are respectfully ppemied.. = BAYARD 

x. Pe - 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, August 2, 1886. 
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LIST OF PAPERS. “ 
No. 1. Mr. Brigham to Mr. Porter, No. 45, July 1, 1886, with accompanime! 
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No, 2. Same to same, No. 46, July 3, 1886, with accompaniment. 

No. 3. Mr. Jackson to Mr. Bayard, No. 266, July 8, 1886, with accompaniments. 
No. 4. Mr. Brigham to Mr. Porter, telegram, July 17, 1886. 

No. 5. Mr. Bayard to Mr. Jackson, telegram, July 19, 1886, 


No. 6. Same to same, No. 221, July 20, 1886. 

No. 7. Mr. Jackson to Mr. Bayard, telegram, July 21, 1836. 
No. 8. Mr. Adee to Mr. Jackson, telegram, July 22, 1886. 
No. 9. Mr. Jackson to Mr. Adee, telegram, July 22, 1886. 
No. 10. Mr. Brigham to Mr. Bayard, telegram, July 22, 1886. 
No. ll. Mr. Adee to Mr. Brigham, No. 46, July 22, 1886. 

No. 12. Mr. Brigham to Mr. Bayard, telegram, July 26, 1886. 
No. 13. Mr. Bayard to Mr. Jackson, No. 228, July 27, 1886. 
No. 14. Article 186 of the Mexican penal code. 

No. 15. Mr. Jackson to Mr. Bayard, No. 272, July 22, 1886. 





No. 1. 
Mr. Brigham to Mr. Porter. 
No. 45.] ’ 
Unirep STares ConsvLaTE, 
Paso del Norte, Mexico, July 1, 1886. 


Sim: I have the honor to communicate the following facts in regard to the ar- 
rest and im mment of Mr, A. K. Cutting, an American citizen, by one of the 
courts in this city. . 

Mr. Cutting is a resident of Paso del Norte, and engaged as an editor of a news- 
paper called El Centinela, in a recent edition of which he published some 

tures upon one Emigdio Medina, who proposed engaging in the newspaper 
business also. 

: For this offense Mr. Cutting was arrested and brought before the court to 

answer. Under the law here, when the parties agree to and sign a “ reconcili- 
ation” the case was dismissed, which was done in this instance, Mr. Cutting 
being required by the court to publish it in as pee, which he did, 

On the 18th day of June Mr. Cutting proceeded across the Rio Grande River to 
the United States, to El Paso, Tex., and published acard in the El Paso Herald, 
in which he reiterated his former charges, and makes some others, branding 
Medina’s conduct as “contemptible and cowardly,” &c.,copy of which card I 
inclose, marked No. 1. 

When Mr. Cutting returned to Paso del Norte he was again arrested, pre- 
sumably at the instance of Medina, and taken before the judge of the second 
court. Before this court Mr. Cutting was refused counsel and an interpreter, 
both of which he requested, and with closed doors, no one being present but 
the judge, the court interpreter, and the accused, the so-called examination of 
oma was proceeded with, which resulted in the committing of Mr. Cutting 
wo > 

At this stage of the proceedings, and before he was taken to jail, Mr. Cutting 
notified the court that he claimed the protection of his Government, and would 
refer the matter to the American consul, which he did by the following com- 
munication to me, dated June 23, 1886, marked No. 2. 

On the receipt of this communication I proceeded to the office of the official 
in! ter of the court to ascertain the exact charges against Mr. Cutting, and 
was informed that he was arrested for the publication in the El Paso (Texas) 
Herald; that he was examined upon this charge alone, and committed to jail 
on the same. I suggested that the court acted without jurisdiction, and had 
done a wrong to Mr. Cutting, to which the interpreter replied that if the judge 
had made a mistake in the case it was in the power of the prosecuting attorney 
oa prosecution when the case came up, which he thought he would do 

nex : 

I then wrote a note to Mr. Daguerre,the partner of Mr. Cutting in the news- 
paper, and engaged his services to see the prosecuting attorney and have the 
case dismissed. The result was that the attorney left the impression that the 
case would be dismissed the next day, which was the 24th day of June. Onthe 
morning of that day (being confined to bed by sickness) I sent my clerk to the 
court-room to ascertain w was done in the case,and,in company with Mr. 
Daguerre, they called at the court-room, where they found the judge, the prose- 
cuting attorney, and the official interpreter. The prosecutiag attorney notified 
them he could do nothing on that day, as it was a legal holiday, and they re- 
turned and so reported to me. 

Believing that the authorities would take no action in the case,and release 
Mr. Cutting, on the penning of the 25th of June J dictated from my sick bed a 

1 communication to the judge, demanding his release upon the ground 

court was wholly without jurisdiction of the matter, and instructed my 

elerk not to deliver the letter if Mr. Cutting was relénsed. He found the court 

in session ; the ting attorney putin an appearance for a while and left 

the court, taking no action whatever in the case. My clerk then handed the 
j my communication, copy of which I herewith inclose, marked No. 3. 

To this communication his honor never even deigned a reply, and Mr. Cut- 
ting still languishes in jail, having been thus confined for more than one week. 
Bail was refused him, which he was prepared to give in any reasonable amount. 

Thus it will be seen that I have used every means in my power for the re- 
lease of this r, without avail. That he is confined without the warrant 
or shadow of law, I take it there will be no question. If this fact be conceded, 
it seems meet and per for the Department to take the matter in hand and 

an immediate release of the prisoner and a full indemnity for the out- 


would here that the parties culpable in this matter are the judge 
who issued the order for the arrest and illegal detention of the accused, one 
ino Castafieda, and the prosecuting attorney, one José Maria Sierra, who 

it in his power to have dismissed the case, and who still has that power, 


but refuses Ad exercise it. Both of said officers should be deposed as unworthy 


y fill. 

{ will furtherstate that I have demeaned myself throughout with every proper 
and respect to the authorities in this matter,and urged Mr. Cutting to 
do likewise, and to obey all the orders and decrees emanating from the court, 
which he has done. That the court has so treated me, personally or officially, 
does not so clearly appear, and the failure to reply or take any notice of my offi- 
cial communication is a matter of which the Department is fully capable of 

judging, and will be prepared intelligently to act. 

From the Sore jnesption of the case I am satisfied there has been no desire or 
intention to do Mr. Cutting justice, and it has been boasted that they can keep 
him in jail for six months or a year if a eeeeper Cp does. 

The that the 24th day of June was a legal holiday was a mere subter- 
fuge, and yes, in point of fact, untrue, the mayor’s court being in session, and 
the post-office custom-house kept open the usual hours during the day. 

a : . 7 as * * 

I herewith inclose the affidavit of A. K. Cutting, marked No. 4; affidavit of 
Mr. Daguerre, marked No. 5; affidavit of Mr. Henry G. Turner, marked No. 6, 

the facts set forth in this dispatch. Also extracts from the El 


Paso Daily Times and Daily Tribune as an index of public sentiment on this 
I oie thus plainly and pointedly because I am full rsuaded that 
the necessities of the case demand fe 7 oor F 


Tam, &e., 
J. HARVEY BRIGHAM, Consul, 
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NOTE. 
Consul Brigham is a lawyer, has been a judge, and isa man of much ability 
and experience. I fully concur in what he says in this case as to the Mexican 
courts in general, A reading of my reports on previous cases will show that I 
have said substantially the same things over and over again. With this com- 
ment I submit the case to the Department. 
WARNER P. SUTTON, 
Consul-Gencral, 
MATAMOROs, July 7, 1885. 


[Inclosure Lin No. 45.] 
ADVERTISEMENT.—A CARD. 


Ev Paso, Tex., June 18, 1896, 
To Emigdio Medina, of Paso del Norte: 

In a late issue of El Centinela, published in Paso del Norte, Mexico, I made the 
assertion that Emigdio Medina wasa “fraud,” and that the Spanish newspaper 
he proposed to issue in Piso del Norte was a scheme to swindle advertisers, &c, 
This morning said Medina took the matter to a Mexican court, where I was 
forced to sigu a “ reconciliation.” 

Now, I do hereby reiterate my original assertion, that said Emigdio Medina 
is a “ fraud,’’ and add *‘ dead-beat”’ tothe same. Also, that histaking advantage 
of the Mexican law and forcing metoa “reconciliation ’’ was contemptible and 
cowardly, and in keeping with the odorous reputation of said Emigdio Medina, 
And should said Emigdio Medina desire ** American ” satisfaction for this reit- 
eration, I will be pleased to grant him all he may desire, at any time, in any 
manner, 

A. K. CUTTING, 
[Inclosure 2 in No. 45.] 
Mr. Cutting to Mr. Brigham. 


Pasco DEL Norte, Mexico, Wednesday, June 23, 1886. 
Sin: For an alleged offense committed in Texas, United States of America, I 
have been arrested and jailed in Paso del Norte, Mexico, by a Mexican judge, 
Now, as an American citizen I place myself under the protection of yourself ag 

United States consul, 
lam, &c., 
A. K. CUTTING, 
[Inclosure 3 in No. 45.] 
Mr. Brigham to judge of the second court, Paso del Norte. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Paso del Norte, Mexico, June 25, 1886. 

Srr: I have the honor to officially communicate with you in regard to the 
arrest and imprisonment of A. K. Cutting, an American citizen, by your order, 

I have been informed by the official interpreter to your court that Mr, A. K, 
Cutting was arrested, examined, and incarcerated for an offense (if offense at 
all) committed in the State of Texas, United States of America, which was the 
publication of a card in the El Paso (Tex.) Herald. 

It is scarcely necessary for me to call the attention of your honor to the fact 
that for an offense committed in the United States your court can not possibly 
have any jurisdiction. Therefore the arrest and detention of Mr. Cutting in 
jail is wholly unwarranted and oppressive, and in violation of one of the sacred 
principles of American liberty. This communication is for the purpose of mak- 
ing a formal demand upon your honor for the immediate release of Mr. Cut- 
ting, which I do in the name of the United States Government, which I have 
the honor to represent at this point. 

Trusting that you will comply with my request and petition in his behalf, and 
order his immediate release, 

Iam, &c., 
J. HARVEY BRIGHAM, Consul. 


[Inclosure 4 in No. 45.] 


Affidavit of A. K. Cuiting. 

Before me, J. Harvey Brigham, United States consul at Paso del Norte, Mex- 
ico, on this lst day of July, 1886, personally came and appeared Augustus K, 
Cutting, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows, to wit: 

My name is Augustus K. Cutting; [aman American citizen, born in the State 
of New York, on the 30th day of August, 1841,and am forty-five years of age. 

Iam and have been a resident of the city of Paso del Norte, Mexico, for the 
past eighteen months, off and on, and am engaged as editor and proprietor of 
the weekly newspaper called El Centinela. 

{ had a disagreement with one Emigdio Medina, and on the 18th day of June, 
1886, I published a card in the El Paso (Tex.) Herald, in which I made somo 
strictures on the said Medina, The annexed copy of said card is correct. For 
this publication in the Texas paper I was arrested on the 23d day of June, 1856, 
and taken before one Regino Castafieda, judge of the second court of this city, 
When before the court I asked the privilege of counsel and an interpreter, both 
of which were denied me, and the said judge (including al! other parties) ex- 
cept the official interpreter, one police officer, and one Mexican, and myself pro- 
ceeded with closed Gvors to investigate the case, which he did solely by asking 
me questions which i refused to answer, claiming that the card having been pub- 
lished in the United States, he had no jurisdiction. 

At the conclusion of the examination the judge notified me that I would ba 
held to answer to the charge of having published the card in the Texas paper, 
and that I would have to goto jail. At this point I claimed the protection of 
the United States Government, and so informed the court, and wrote a letter to 
Hon. J. Harvey Brigham, United States consul, informing him of the fact. The 
court refused me bail, which I could at any time have given, and I went to jail, 
where 1 have been incarcerated since the 23d June, 1886, in a filthy, loathsome 
prison. 

During the day Iam allowed the freedom of the court-yard, or inclosure of 
the prison, but at night Iam locked up with all the other prisoners, of every 

e and stamp, in the same room, some 18 by 40 feet, with only one door, which 
is locked at night, making it a closed room in every respect, there being no other 
means of ventilation. The room is filthy and loathsome, with only a ground 
floor. No bed clothing of any kind has been furnished me, and but for the kind~ 
ness of friends outside I would have to sleep on the bare ground in all this filth, 
as other prisoners have to do. 

I am allowed six telacos Mexican money per day (equal to 8} cents American 
money) upon which to subsist, and would have suffered for food but for assist- 


ance and food from the outside. 
AUGUSTUS K. CUTTING. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this day, 


{u. 8.) J. HARVEY BRIGHAM, 
United States Consul. 
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[Inclosure 5 in No. 45.] 
Affidavit of A, N. Daguerre. 


Refore me, J. Uarvey Brigham, United States consul at Paso del Norte, Mex- 
ico, came and appeared, on the Ist day of July, 1886, Mr. A. N. Daguerre, who, be- 
ing duly sworn, deposes and says as follows, to wit: 

jam personally well acquainted with A. K. Catting,and know him to be an 
American citizen. I am engaged with him as partner in the publication of a 
newspaper called El Centinela. I know that he was arrested and imprisoned 
for publishing a card in the El Paso (Tex.) Herald, June 18, 1886, reflecting upon 
Mr. E. Medina. I was present in the court-room and heard the judge announce 
these facts in reply to questions asked by Mr. D. J. Sarback, clegk to the United 
States consul. | am myself a Mexican,and speak the Spanish language, and 
knew exactly what he stated. The judge stated emphatically that Mr. Cutting 
was notin jail for contempt of court, but for the publication of the card in the 
Il Paso (Tex.) Herald. I was present in the court-room, June 24, 1886, when 
we hoped to have Mr. Cutting released,as I had been informed that the prose- 
cuting attorney would probably dismiss the case. 

The prosecuting attorney informed everybody present that be could do noth- 
ing in the case that day, claiming that it was a legal holiday. ‘I do not under- 
stand that it was a legal holiday, and all the other courts were in session and 
the custom-heuse and post-office were open on that day. I was present in court 
when bail was refused Mr. Cutting by the judge. I knowthat he is able togive 
bail in any reasonable amount and by some of the wealthiest men in the city. 

As long as I have known Mr. Cutting he has been a ble and law-abid- 
ing citizen and diligent and attentive to his business. Never knew him tobe in 
any other difficulty. I have visited him in jail daily since his imprisonment 
and know itto be a loathsomeand filthy place. I know thatatnight he is locked 
in a room with from six to eight other prisoners, and when the door is locked 
there are no other means of ventilation. Itis an adobe house, almost air-tight, 
and has adirt floor. He is allowed six Mexican tclacos per day upon which to 
subsist (equal to 8} cents American money), and it is necessary tofurnish suita- 
ble food from the outside. He was not furnished with any bedding (not evena 
blanket),and would have had to sleep on the ground or a bench if bedding had 
not been furnished him by h‘s friends. 

I am thirty years of age, and born in this city, and am a married man. 

A. A. DAGUERRE. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me on the day and date above written. 

[u. 8.] J. HARVEY BRIGHAM, 

United States Consul. 
{Inclosure No. 6 in No. 45.] 
Affidavit of H. G. Turner. 


Persona!ly came and appeared before me, J. Harvey Brigham, United States 
consul at Paso del Norte, Mexico, on this Ist day of July, 1886, Mr. H. G. Turner, 
who, being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows, to wit: 

I am personally well acquainted with A. K. Cutting, and know him to be an 
American citizen, and that he is engaged in the eres business in this city. 
I was prese::t in court when it was announced by the judge, through the offi- 
cial interpreter, that Mr. A. K. Cutting had been arrested for publishing acard 
in the EF) Paso (Tex.) Herald, June 18, 1886, reflecting upon Mr. E. Medina; that 
he had been examined and was being held on that . I frequently visited 
him in prison, and know that it is a loathsome, filthy place, with a dirty ground 
floor, and that it smells very badly, and that he is incarcerated with eight or ten 
other prisoners, all in one room at night. These prisonersare in jail for various 
offenses, and some of them dirty, filthy creatures. I know that he would have 
had no bedding (not eve: a blanket) unless they had been provided by friends 
outside, and that I personally vided these things for him. Mr. Cutting in- 
formed me that he was allowed only six Mexican telacos a day) equal to about 
8} cents in American money) w which to subsist. I have been personally 
attending to the matter of sending his meals to him daily, knowing the abso- 
lute necessity therefor. When the prisoners are locked in said room at night, 
it is entirely closed up, and there are no means of ventilation left. It is a close 
adobe house, nearly air-tight. It is an exceedingly unwholesome and filthy 

piace, 

, I know that Mr. Cutting is able to give bond in almost any amount by the best 
men in this city. I am satisfied, from my knowledge of this case, that the arrest 
and imprisonment of Mr. Cutting is mainly for the purpose of oppressing and 
humiliating him, and I will state that this is the general impression. I have 
been residing in this city for the past three years, and am an employé of the 
Mexican Central Railway. 

: H. G. TURNER. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me on the day and date above written. 
[smar..] J. HARVEY BRIGHAM, 
United States Consul. 


[Inclosure 7 in No. 45.—Newspaper articles. ] 
Another Mexican outrage. 

Another case of the bad faith of the Mexican officials toward American citi- 
ee instanced by the treatment of A. K. Catting by the authorities of Paso 
del Norte. 

A review of the circumstances which Cutting was brought in contact with 
the Mexican law was given in the Times of Wednesday, but the offense for which 
he was arrested on isunderstood 


he published the “ reconciliation” Which he had been compelled to sign by the 
suit of Emigdio Medina. Since then it has transpired that the arrest was made 
on account of the publication about Medina in last Sunday’s . When this 
fact was developed at his trial on Wednesday, he informed the court which had 
refused his request to be allowed to employ counsel that he would invoke his 
rights as an American citizen and throw himself on the protection of United 
States Consu! Brigham. Accordingly he communicated with Judge Brigham, 
who at the time was unwell, and the judge, with his characteristic zeal, in spite 
of hisill health, called on the magistrate who had committed Cutting to jail, and 
insisted on his retease from custody. 

The magistrate informed the consul that if a mistake had been made in send- 
ing Cutting to jail to await his trial, the district —peneonet to 
order his release. To the district attorney he went * that func 
tionary told him that Cutting should be allowed to sleep at ‘ 
Daguerre that night, instead of in jail, as had been 
would come off in the morning. it seems now, was 
of the consul, fe~ iate on Wednesday evening 
spite of the assurance to the contrary, and has been 

Consul Brigham, upon hearing of this breach of faith, insisted 
| upon the prisoner's release, but was informed that 
day, and no action could be taken, th the day was not 
the other courts, all of which t business, and the 
holiday was merely a subterfuge. He will this morning a 
mand as United Staiw consul on the magistrate, who occupies the 
tive position as a justice of the peace in thiscountry, for the release of 
and will forward a repor<: of the case to the Department of State at 
ton. The offense for which U.*t'=, ‘s in jail was committed in the United 


| 


YO», 


and to the State of Texas alone he is amenable for it; the idea of punisi 
man for an offense committed in a foreigu country being purely Mexica; 

It is on this ground that Consul Brigham will proceed, and it is to be ) 
that he can compel the authorities with which he is contending to do 
his countryman. | 


More Mexican atrocities. 
The antipathy of the Mexican Government and its people in genera} ; 


| Americans is again illustrated in the case of Mr. Charles Merkley, the , 


station agent of the Mexican Central at Chihuahua, who was imprison: 
week at that place and denied bond for defending himself from an atta 
by a pelado who became enraged because he did not see fit to turn ov; 
to him without a written order, in accordance with the instructions of ; 
pany in every instanee. He struck Mr. Merkley first, and the off, 
latter consisted in resisting the blow. Mr. Scott, United States . 
—, up to the present has seen fit to make no intercession in by f 
Merkley as a citizen of the United States. He enjoys the reputation «; 
Americans of Chihuahua of being a “veritable chump,” who is wedged 
Mexican, and, of course, thoroughly in accord with Mexican ways R 

In Paso del Norte we happen to have a most efficient consul, Judge p,;.-) 
who has ever been alive to his duty as a representative of this Goy, eect 
if his report to Washington in regard to the audacious interference wii; t = 
liberty of American citizens by the authorities of Paso del Norte meets with . 
attention on the partof the powers that be, we might as well dispense wit}, « 
official appendages to our partment of State and throw ourselves ppv, 
mercy of cur persecutors, or else redress our wrongs as best we can as a 
munity. 

Mr. Cutting, the editor of E) Centinela, for publishing an article on {),jc <4 
of the river, languishes in their bastile,a place of filth and dirt, where ¢},;, 
and murderers would more than expiate their crimesin lingering a siny¢}¢ ),\,),, 
and this is Mexieun justice meted out to a loyal citizen of aland upon whose os 
cutcheon there lingers no stain, and whose past history, replete with je, 
deeds, has meade her a star among nations, her only fault being her joy)... 
toward this reciative neighbor, who has mistaken sympatiliy for her wea). 
ness for fear,and shows her gratitude by flaunting insult after insu!t in the yery 
face of our Government. A few palliating words from the city of Mexico o« 
not make reparation for such flagrant outrages. There are no extenuating cir. 
cumstancesin these cases. Unless our citizens are protected, of what valy 

treaties? 


Cur 


tar 


» Can 


[Inclosure 8 in No. 45—Newspaper articles. | 


The Cuiting case. 


Regino Castefieda, the judge of the second court of Paso del Nor.c,a din 
tive specimen of humanity, who is weighted down with the high functio: 
“el juicio,” and wears the dignity of his petty office with more pomp and « 
cumstance than the Czar of Russia, and before whom it was Mr. Cutting's © ma 
suerte” to be arfaigned, became incensed at the American cons), Judy: 
Brigham, who, in sending his official request that Mr. Cutting should | 
ated, deemed it fit to say that he was informed by the official interprete: 
of saying he was informed by his honor, the high muck-a-muck, the : 
juez, thro said i ; and upon such quibbling he has procra 1 
and sought the ity to exhibit his power. The interpreter. see ng: 
this only invol the changing of a few words, took the respons })i\it; 
himself to change the document, and then his honor again was pique), !« 
he did not wish it known that he had imparted any information of an officia 
character to a United States consul,and wished the document changed agai: 

At this juncture Mr. Daguerre intercepted and took the document back to 
Judge Brigham, who has been exceedingly ill and is now confined to his r 
The latter re ed the interpreter severely for changing an iota of the di 
ment, and sed to have any further parlance with hismajesty, Castejicda, but 
will writeto Washi m for immediate instructions on the matter and see i 
Uncle Sam will forever submit to such insults, this time from a petty !111)« 
segunda in a frontier town, in a republic that would craw] in its hole «! th 
co nd “To arms!” given by this Government. 

is is not the first occasion of the kind, and it is about time Mexco should t» 
taught to respect this Government. The fault is with the Governme: 
exacting reparation for all such flagrant breaches of the cemity that sh 
between neighboring and friendly nations. The supineness of the Govern 
in the matter of the killing of Captain Crawford is enough to totally de=(roy the 

forthisnation in Mexico. When an Englishsubject is in any wey abuse 
in Mexico the home government immediately exacts reparation. 1) oie: 
an Englishman’s horse was taken, and he was obliged to walk to town a ista 
of afew miles. Not less than $1,000 were exacted and paid. 

When this Government respects itself sufficiently to protect its citizen 
foreign an end will be made of these outrages, and not until the: 

Meanwhile Mr. Cutting remains in custody at the mercy of the court. Hc 
have a big show for damages for f-‘se imprisonment if the Government 
condescend to take notice of his ca:.. The contempt of court, for whic! le 's 
held, was committed in United States territory, and his imprisonment !+ ¢n''' 
eo ee oe 

A. K. Cutting, of the Centinela, of Paso del Norte, is still confined in th: 
ican jail on whatevery fair-minded man mustconsider a frivolous and un!ounde 
charge. The Mexicansare revenging themselves on him for an offense becom 

of ,on American soil. This is an unjustifiabie oF 
. Cutting bas during his journalistic career on ()is an 
river never exhibited any v friendly spirit toward t! 
still the Times feels constrained to say that his imprisonment ts an unc 
outrage. He is an American citizen, and enti to protection against 
frivolous and undeserved imprisonment. We trust that Judge Brigham, °\" 
consul, will succeed in interesting the State Department at Washington '" 5's 
case and have ample reparation exacted. 


No. 2. 
Mr. Brigham to Mr. Porter. 

Usirep Srares Consulate, 

Paso del Norte, Mexico, Ju'y 3 

: I have the honor to inform you that after I had finished my ¢'s))*' 
Cutting case, I received on that day (the Ist of Jus 
a communication from the judge of the court to whom I addressed my °°" 
rtsto be an answer to the same, but, however, without any ©" 
a translation of said communication, for the informa” 


J. HARVEY BRIGHA®M, Com 


{Inclosure in No. 46—Translation. ] 
Judge Castafieda to Mr. Brigham. 


In answer to your favor of this month I have the honor to state to — ~~ 
all public officers for criminal cases are prohibited by a special law to five" 


that 











1886. 





{nformation in regard to the criminal cases that are up before the court to peo- 
ple that have no legal intervention in those cases, the more so when, according 
tothe “International Rights” of Calvo, consuls have no jurisdiction, either civil 
orcriminal, in casesconcerning their countrymen. (Book 10, paragraph 490, page 
64, volume 1.) All of the above refers to Mr. Cutting, in consequence of which 
I can not order his release in any but the forms prescribed by the laws of this 
country. § 
I remain, &c., 


R. CASTANEDA. 





No.3. 
Mr. Jackson to Mr. Bayard. 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Mexico, July 8, 1836. 

Srr: The inclosed copies of note addressed by me to Mr. Mariscal, and of his 
reply thereto, with translation of the latter, will indicate the action I have felt 
myself called upon totake in the matterof the imprisonment at Paso del Norte 
of Mr. A. K. Cutting, an American citizen. Having learned from the United 
States consul, Mr. Brigham, that the Department had been fully advised by him 
of the affair, I shall take no further step in the matter unless I be instructed by 
yourself to do so. 

I an, &e., 


No. 266. ] 


> 
a. 


HENRY R. JACKSON 


e [Inclosure 1 in No. 266.] 


Mr. Jackson to Mr. Mariscal. 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Mexico, July 6, 1886. 

Sir: I am in receipt of an official communication from J. Harvey Brigham, 
esq., consul of the United States at E] Paso del Norte, accompanied by affidavits 
of several persons, from which it appears that, on the 23d of June last, Mr. A. K. 
Cutting, an American citizen of respectable character, was imprisoned in that 
city, by order of the judge of the second court, Hon. Requa Castafieda; that the 
place of his incarceration is “ loathsome and filthy ;"’ “ that he is locked up with 
eight or ten other * * * in jail for various offenses * * * in one room 18 
by 40 feet, with only one door, which is locked at night, making it a close room 
in every respect, there being no other means of ventilation. The room is filthy 
and unwholesome, with only a ground floor.”’ 

The affidavits further establish the facts that Mr. Cutting is not only able to 
give ample security from the best and wealthiest men of the city for his appear- 
ance to stand his trial, but that he actually offered such bail and it was refused ; 
that he thereupon applied to the United States consul for protection, which Mr. 
Brigham undertook to extend in a respectful note addressed to the judge, but 
that his inte ition met with contemptuous silence, and that Mr. Cutting has 
been retained in = despite of it. 

The affidavits further show that the only offense charged against him is the 
publication of a “card,” addressed “to Emigdio Medina, of Paso del Norte,” in 
° published in Ei Paso, which reflects upon the character of the 

ter. 

It is not my in this note to discuss the question whether a Mexican 
court can take ju’ ion of an offense commi upon the soil of Texas; not 
to enter into the merits of the controversy between Mr. A. K. Cutting on the one 
hand, and Mr. Emigdio Medina on the other. I learn that these matters have 
been submitted by . Brigham, the consul, tothe Department of State at Wash- 
ington. My object is simply to direct the attention of 4 pera excellency to the 
fact that an American citizen, of respectable character, rged with no serious 
crime, but with acts which, even if he be guilty, constitute the simplest of mis- 
demeanors, is now undergoing a very severe punishment before conviction, and 
after offering the best of security for his appearance to stand his trial; ard that 
his health,and even his life,are placed and held in jeopardy, despite of the 
efforts of an official representative of his country in his behalf. But for this 
serious of the case I should bave awaited instructions from my own gov- 
ernment before approaching your excellency on the subject, and doso now only 
for the purpose of praying that proper relief may be extended to Mr. Cutting 
at — i and through the speediest practicable channel. 

seize, 
HENRY R. JACKSON. 


{Inclosure 2 in No. 266.—Translation.]} 
Mr. Mariscal to Mr, Jackson, 
DEPARTMENT OF ForeIiGs Arrains, Merico, July 7, 1836. 


Mr. Minister: I have the hunor to acknowledge receipt of your excellency’s 
communication, dated the 6th instant, relative tu the im nment in Paso del 
Norte of Mr. A. K. Cutting, and to state that by advice of the President I to-day 
address the governor of the State of Chihuahua recommending him to see that 





pases due justice be administered, to the alleviation of the rude situation 
which Mr. Cutting is found, as well as all else permitted by the laws. 

Promising to communicate to your e as soon as received the reply 
of the said governor, it pleases me to renew, &c., 

IGNO, MARISCAL. 
No. 4. 
Mr. Brigham to Mr. Porier. 
[Telegram.] 


Unsrrep States Consutate, Paso del Norte, July 17, 1886. 
Cu still in prison; n done by local authorities. Can't immediate 
uncondi! release be as * ave 
BRIGHAM, Consul. 


No. 5. 
Mr. Bayard to Mr. Jackson. 
[Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 19, 1886. 
You are instructed to demand of the Mexican Government the instant release 


of A.K. citizen of the United 
5 ha ee States, now unlawfully imprisoned at 


BAYARD. 
No. 6. 
Mr. Bayard to Mr. Jackson. 
a DzraRgraMest or Stare, Washington, July 20, 1886. 
: After the te and dispatches ( es of which I inclose 
for your inforsnation} ot hi MUaited featensonsul at Bi Paso, 


rom also your No. 266, dated the 8th instant, relating to the case of’ Mr. A. 
ou on the 19th instant as follows: 
nd of the Mexican Government the instant re- 
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de —_e 
lease of A. K. Cuttir g,a f United States, now awfully ied 
at Paso del Norte.”’ 
By the documents ore 1! the following facts appear 
On June 18 last A. K. Cut a citizen of the United States, who for the pre- 
ceding eighteen months ‘en a resid “off and on,’ of Paso del Norte, 
Mexico, and as to whose character for respectability strong evidence has been 
adduced, published in a newspap« f El Paso, Tex..a card commentingon cer- 
tain proceedings of Emigdio Med a Mexice 1 un Mr. Cut- 
ting has been in controvers For this Mr. Cut 3 prisoned 
on the 22d of June last, at El Paso de! N Mex : 1 publication 
would not, even had it been made Me . | prose- 
eution in that country, a rding to the Re nor 
of any adverse government t u 3, perl r e of 
requiring security in some sma ~ I epthe } snot 
published in Mexico,and the proposition that Mex on of 
its author on account of its publication in Tex is ‘ lis 
peremptorily denied by this Govern It is « ivale t t that 
Mexico can take jurisdiction over ithors of the ul ~ cisms lex 
ican business operations which in the newspapers of the | ted States, 
If Mr. Cutting can be tried and imprisoned in Mexico for publis i the 
United States a criticism ona ican business transaction in w \ vas 
concerned, there is not an editor or publisher of a newspaper in t { ted 
States who could not, were he found in Mexico, be subjected to gnities 
and injuries on the same ground, Toan assumption of such jur ion by 
Mexico neither the Government of the United States nor the governu sofour 
several States will submit. They will each mete out duc t yall offenses 


committed in their respective jurisdictions. They will not permit that this pre- 
rogative shallin any degree be usurped by Mexico, nor,a from the fact of 
the exclusiveness of their jurisdiction over acts done within their own bound- 
aries, will they permit a citizen of the United States to be called to account by 
Mexico for acts done by them within the boundaries of the United States. On 
this ground, therefore, you will demand Mr. Cutting’s release. 

But there is another ground on which this demand may with equal positive- 
ness be based. By the law of nations no punishment can be inflicted by a sov- 
ereign on citizens of other countries unless in conformity with those sanctions 
of justice which all civilized nations hold in common. 

Among these sanctions are the right of having the facts on which the charge 
of guilt was made examined by an impartial court, the explanation to the ac- 
cused of these facts, the opportunity granted to him of counsel, such delay as is 
necessary to prepare his case, permission in all cases not capital to go at large 
on bail till trial, the due production under oath of all evidence prejudicing the 
aecused, giving him the right to cross-examination, the right to produce hisown 
evidence in exculpation, release even from temporary imprisonment in all cases 
where the charge is simply one of threatened breach of the peace, and where 
due security to keep the peace is tendered. All these sanctions were violated 
inthe present case. Mr. Cutting was summarily imprisoned by a tribunal whose 
partiality and incompetency were alike shown by its proceedings. He was re- 
fused counsel; he was refused an interpreter to explain to him the nature of the 
charges brought against him; if there was evidence against him it was not pro- 
duced under oath, with an opportunity given him for cross-examination ; bail 
was refused to him; and after atrial, if itcan be called such, violating in its 
way the fundamental sanctions of civilized justice, he was cast into a * loath- 
some and filthy ” cell, where, according to one of the affidavits attached to Mr. 
Brigham’s report, “ thereare from six to eight other prisoner, and when the door 
is locked there are no other means of ventilation ’’—an adobe house, almost air- 
tight, with a “dirt floor;” he was allowed about “8! cents American money for 
his subsistence ;" he was “ not furnished with any bedding, not even a blanket.” 
In this wretched cell, subjected to pains and deprivations which no civilized 
government should permit to be inflicted on those detained in its prisons, he 
still languishes, and this for an act committed in the United States, and in itself 
not subject to prosecution in any humane system of jurisprudence, and aftera 
trial violating the chief sanctions of criminal procedure. 

These circumstances you will state as giving an additional basis, a basis which 
if it be established this Government will not permit to be questioned for the de- 
mand of Mr. Cutting’s immediate release. 

Lam, &c., 


side 


T. F. BAYARD. 


No. 7. 
Mr. Jackson to Mr. Bayard, 
[Telegram. ] 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED SratTes, Mexico, July 21, 1886. 
Instant release of Cutting refused; reasons given at length. Shall I telegraph 


them? 
JACKSON, Minister. 


No. 8. 
Mr, Adee to Mr. Jackson. 
[Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 22, 1886. 


Summarize reasons briefly by telegraph. 
ADEE, Acting Secretary. 





No. 9. 
Mr. Jackson to Mr. Adee. 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED States, Mexico, July 22, 1886. 

The telegraphic summar, of the Mexican Government’s reply in the Cutting 
case shows that it is at present in the state courts, but that the federal govern- 
ment has not the power to direct the state officials or the executive of the state 
of Chihuahua or the judiciary to release the accused, especially where the order 
interferes with due legal process instituted by a complaining person. In this 
respect it is maintained that Mexico resembles the United States. It is con- 
tended that a pressure of private interests or a totally uninformed press in the 
United States must have induced so imperative a demand for the prisoner's re- 
lease, and that it is morally impossible to complytherewith. It is asserted that 
asthe moral influence of the Mexican President has been interposed to have 
the case conducted in accordance with principles of justice the confidence is ex- 
pressed that the case will soon be terminated in a satisfactory manner. 


No. 10. 
Mr. Brigham to Mr. Bayard. 
[Telegram.] 
Unirep States ConsvuLaATE, Paso del Norte, July 22, 1886. 


Mexico | troops at this point, one hundred and fifty men this morning 
and two thousand said to be on their way. Cutting still in prison. Great ex- 
citement, 


BRIGHAM, Consul. 






























































eae ae 


Pe Se le th 


7924 





No. 11. 
Mr. Adee to Mr. Brigham. 
No. 46.] DEPARTMENT OF State, Washington, July 22, 1886. 


Sin: Referring to your dispatch numbered 45, relative to the imprisonment 
of Mr. A. K, Cutting, I have to inform you that the Department recoguizes with 
much satisfaction the justice of your action and the ability you have shown in 
your report to us of the case, 

I am, &c., 


ALVEY A. ADEE, Acting Secretary. 


No. 12. 
Mr. Brigham to Mr, Bayard. 
(Telegram. } 
Usirep STrates Consulate, Paso del Norte, July 26, 1836. 
Governor of Chihuahua pushing trial of Cutting, who ignores proceedings. 


Result may be reached to-day. If acquitted, what do? 
BRIGHAM, Consul, 


No. 13. 
Mr. Bayard to Mr. Jackson. 
No. 228.] DEPARTMENT OF State, Washington, July 27, 1886. 


Sir: Since my No. 221, of the 20th instant, I have received no further com- 
munication from Mr. Brigham, consul at El Paso, nor from yourself, in connec- 
tion with the imprisonment of Mr. A. K. Cutting by Mexican authority. 

On Saturday last, the 24th instant, I was called upon by M. Romero, the min- 
ister from Mexico at this capital, in relation to the case referred to. 

Mr. Romero produced to me the Mexican laws, article 186, whereby ae 
tion is assumed by Mexico over crimes committed against Mexicans within the 
United States or any other foreign country ; and under this he maintained the 
publication of a libel in Texas was made cognizable and punishable in Mexico. 
And thus Mr. Cutting was assumed to be properly held. 

This claim of jurisdiction and lawful control by Mexico was peremptorily and 
positively denied by me, and the statement enunciated that the United States 
would not assent to or permit the existence of such extraterritorial force to be 

iven to Mexican law, northeir own jurisdiction to be so usurped, or their own 

ocal justice to be so vicariously executed by a foreign government. 

In the absence of any treaty of amity between the United States and Mexico 
providing for the trial of the citizens of the twocountries respectively, the ruies 
of international law would forbid the assumption of such power by Mexico asis 
contained in the Penal Code, article 186, above cited. he existence of such 
power was and is denied by the United States. 

Mr. Romero informed me that the local or state jurisdiction over Cutting’s 
case did not allow interference by the national Government of Mexico in the 
matter, and that it was this conflict that had induced delay in responding to the 
demand of this Government for Mr. Cutting’s release. 

Mr. Romero finally assured me that I might rely confidently upon Mr. Cut- 
ting’s release in a very short time, and that there would be no doubt about the 
compliance of his Government with the demand made through you. 

I communicated these facts to you in order to give you a full comprehension 
of the case as it appears here, and the disposition of the Mexican government 
as here expre : 

There was a more extended conversation on my part with Mr. Romero on the 
general subject of the treatment by the Mexican authorities of American citi- 
gens and cases affecting their property and interests. 

I stated to him personally and at some length the single voice that had come 
to this Department from Mr. Foster, Mr. Morgan, and yourself. in whicha decla- 
ration was made of the hopelessness of obtaining justice to our citizens in cases 
where they had been wronged by the officials and Government of Mexico. 

1 also called his attention to the avowed policy and action of Mr. Mariscal of 
compelling all claims wherein the Governmentof Mexico was sought to be held 
liable for tortious proceedings to be tried and decided in tribunals of her own 
creation and under her sole control, whose judgments, he claimed, should be 
held final and conclusive against citizens of the United States. 

As this pretension of exclusive control was now under consideration and the 
subject of correspondence, notably in the case of the Rebecca, I stated merely 
that the United States did not accept the judgments of Mexican tribunals in 
cases where Mexico was a party to the dispute to be binding upon the United 
Btates. 

I passed, however, to the broader view of the necessity of administering in- 
ternational laws in a spirit of amity, comity, and justice; that these were the 
wise and true paths of peaceful government, and that the alternativesof reprisal 
and force were the last and most unsatisfactory resorts. 

Mr. Romero is too well convinced to make my renewed avowal necessary that 
nothing inconsistent with the self-respect, honor, and prosperity of Mexico is 
desired or intended by the United States, and that it was in the interest of Mex- 
ico even more than of the United States that no friction or exasperation should 
be permitted in the intercourse of the two governments and of their inhabitants; 
that to avoid ell such irritation or the straining of our friendly relations it is 
essential that a spirit and readiness to redress wrongs and enforce equitable set- 
tiements of matters of difference should be constantly and practically manifested. 

I am persuaded of the good intent of Mr. Romero toward this Government, 
and believe him also to be patriotically faithful to hisown. From him I have 
assurances that a desire to respond ina friendly and conciliatory spirit influences 
the present Mexican administration. And if this be the true state of affairs, it 
can be readily demonstrated, and all questions of conflicting interests and opin- 
ions now under consideration diplomatically between the two governments 
can ae difficulty be equitably, honorably, and satisfactorily adjusted. 

lam, &c., 


T. F. BAYARD. 


No, 14. 
(Handed to Mr. Bayard by Mr. Romero July 29, 1886.] 
Article 186 of the Mexican Penal Code. 


Any crimes that may be committed on the territory of a foreign state by a 
Mexican against Mexicans or against foreigners, or by a foreigner against Mexi- 
eans,may be punished in Mexico, in conformity with the laws of the country, 
under the following provisions: 

1, That the accused party should be in Mexico, whether of his own free will 
or by having been extradited. 

2. Thata proper complaint should be made by the legitimate party in case 
the guilty person should be a foreigner. 

5. That the accused party should not have been tried in the country where 
the crime was committed, or, in case he has been tried, that no acquittal, am- 
nesty, or pardon should have been pronounced in the matter. 

4. That the violation of which he may be accused should be considered a 
crime both in the country where it was committed and in Mexico. 


5. That the crime should be liable, in accordance with Mexico, 
& more severe punishment than that of arrest. eee ” 
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No. 15. 
Mr. Jackson to Mr. Bayard. 


No. 272.] LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, Mexico, July 22, 1896 
Sir: On the evening of the 19th instant, immediately after the receipt of y., 
telegram of that date, I addressed a note to Mr. Mariscal, of which I now ¢, ~d 
ward acopy. I thought it wise, for the purpose of avoiding possible delay ;,, 
his action, to direct Mr. Mariscal’s attention to the fact that his note of 7); 
stant, relating to Mr. Cutting’s case, was probably before you when the . 

tion was sent by wire to me,and was therefore not satisfactory. 

After making the demand I telegraphed to Mr. Brigham to give me prompt 
notice of Mr. Cutting’s release. Having heard nothing from him nor from Mr 
Mariscal during the 20th, on the 2ist I addressed another note to Mr. Mariscal, 
a copy of which I also inclose, and late in the evening received his answer , i 
which a copy and translation are now sent. They go by the earliest maijafe. 
the receipt of the original note by me, but were anteceded by a telegram. iy | 
following words: ; 

“Instant release of Cutting refused, Reasons givenatlength. Shall] tele 
graph them?” ; 

I also inclose a translation copy of Article 260, Code of Penal Proced 
ferred to in the communication from the governorof Chihuahua to Mr. M4 
which accompanied the note of the latter to myself. 

lam, &c., 


In 
n- 
instruc. 


ter 
in the 


ire, re- 
ar iscal, 


TMENRY R. JAC KSON, 


[Inclosure 1 in No, 272. 
Mr. Jackson to Mr. Mariscal. 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, Mexico, July 19, 1996, 
Sir: I hasten to communicate to your excellency the following telegram 
which I have just received from Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, at Washing- 
ton: “ You are instructed to demand of the Mexican Government the instant 
release of A. K. Cutting, a citizen of the United States, now unlawfully jn. 
prisoned at Paso del Norte.”’ 2 
It is proper for me to state that, upon seuatog to my correspondence with 
my own Government, I ascertain that a copy of your excellency’'s esteemed 
note of 7th instant was forwarded to Mr. Bayard on the 8th, immediately upon 
its receipt, and must, consequently, have been received by him prior to the igh 
instant, the date of his telegram. 
In making this demand through your excellency, I beg to renew the assur. 
ance of my most distinguished consideration. 
HENRY R. JACKSON, 


[Inclosure 2 in No. 272.] 
Mr. Jackson to Mr. Mariscal. 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, Mexico, July 21, 18%. 


Sim: On the 19th instant I had the honor of making a demand through your 
excellency upon the Mexican Government for the instant release of Mr. A. K. 
Cutting, a citizen of the United States, unlawfully imprisoned at Paso de! Norte. 
This demand was made under directions by telegram from my own Govern- 
ment. 

Although instructed by me to communicate by telegram the fact of the release 
of Mr. Cutting, up to this moment I have heard nothing from Mr. Brigham, 
United States consul at Paso del Norte. 

For these reasons I apprehend that possibly my note of the 19th instant, 
though sent by the usual channel, may not have been placed in your excelleucy's 
hands. 

In calling attention to this matter I renew the assurance of my most distin- 
guished consideration. 

HENRY R. JACKSON, 


[Inclosure 3 in No, 272.—Translation.] 
Mr. Mariscal to Mr. Jackson. 


DEPARTMENT OF FoREIGN AFrratrs, Merico, July 21, 19% 

Mr. MINISTER: Tomentew 5 had the honor of receiving your excellency’s com- 
munication, dated the day before, and containing a telegram from Mr. Bayard, 
the Secretary of State, addressed to that legation, to demand from the Mexican 
Government the instant release of A. K. Cutting, imprisoned iilegally, as (hat 
message said, in Paso del Norte; and to-day there has reached my hands another 
communication of this morning, in which your excellency, not having received 
notice that the prisoner had left the jail, supposes that I have not received the 
first of the said notes, 

As soon as I had noted the contents of that communication I telegrap)ed ‘o 
the governor of Chihuahua, re-recommending the matter to him, asking him to 
advise me as toits status. As yet I have not received a reply to that telegram 
up to this hour (2 p. m.), and this I should not wonder at, in fact, as 1 know that 
the said functionary has had to address the supreme tribunal of the state sid 
the tribunal, the judge, at Paso del Norte. Mr. Minister, these are delays |! 
are inevitable in a country governed by institutions like ours, where the lec: 
eral executive is unable to communicate directly with the local authoritics 0 
the states. Much less could it give them orders. Todothus wouldimply 4 po* 
itive offense, a in the case of judges independent even of the admini= 
trative power of the state to which they belong, and that offense would be cven 
more aggravated if designed to trample out and peremptorily stop a legal proc 
ess, instituted by an interested party, as I understand the case of Mr. Cutting 
to be. 

These considerations can not but have been evident to the judgment of your 
excellency’s Government, as they refer to the nature of institutions in that par 
ticular identical to those in force in the United States of America. | bellev’, 
therefore, that only the pressure brought tobees by rivate persons, or perhaps by 
an ill-informed press, can have been able to bring about the result that a Gover! 
ment friendly to Mexico, and which up to the present has no complaint age!" 
this nation for lack of compliance with its international obligations, should d= 
mand in an absolute manner what is, in every light, morally impossi)!c. . 

In the matter under treatment ali has been done up to the present by . : 
government that comes in the sphere of its facilities; all that can be asked ‘ 
it while amity and peace reign between the two nations. = 

Interposed, as has been the moral influence of the president of the rep"! . 
to the end that the case may be conducted with justice, it should be con{iden's 
that very soon the matter will be terminated in a satisfactory man’\' 

fer this, not only from these reflections, but also from the recommendett F 
made by the supreme tribunal of justice of Chihuahua, which your exc" | 
will see in ee which I have the honor to inclose, - — 
document I received in original to-day, sent to me in consequence of the aa 
muuication which I addressed to the governor of that state on the 7th insta 
relative to the matter. 


IGNO. MARISCAI. 











1886. 





[Inclosure 4 in No. 272.] | 
Mr. Maceyro to Mr. Mariscal. | 
[Mexican Republic, government of the state of Chihuahua, second section, de- 


partment of justice No. 1339. } | 


The president of the supreme tribunal of justice of the state, in a communica- 
tion, No. 733, of the 14th of the current month, says to this government: 

“The supreme tribunal of justice, over which I have the honor to preside, 
having noted the contents of your esteemed communication, No. 1279, of the 
12th instant,in which you are pleased to forward a communication addressed 
to you by the secretary of state and of the department of foreign affairs rec- 
ommending that justice be administered to Mr. A. K. Cutting, in the imprison- 
ment of which he complains; under this date the supreme tribunal decreed 
what I copy, without preventing the second judge of Bravos from administer- 
ing prompt and due justice in the matter referred to by the secretary of state 
and of the department of foreign affairs, in the communication forwarded by 
the executive of the state, let the said second judge report within the term of 
three days, and through the justice of peace of the district, regarding the acts 
which said communication mentions, said report in original to be sent to him, 
recommending the application of the two hundred and sixtieth article of the 
Code of Penal Procedure,” and *‘I am honored in communicating the same to 
you for your information and in due reply to your note referred to.” 

I have the honor to inclose the above to you for your information, and as re- 
sultant on your communication of the 7th instant relating thereto. 

Liberty and constitution. 

Chihuahua, July 17, 1886. 
FELIX FRANCISCO MACEYRA. 
To the SecRETARY OF STATE AND Or THE 
DEPARTMENT OF FOREIGN APFAIRs, MEXIco. 


{Inclosure 5 in No, 272.—Translation.} 
Article 200, Code of Penal Procedure. 


Every person detained or imprisoned for an offense whose punishment may 
not exceed five years’ imprisonment can obtain his liberty under bail, with the 
consent of the prosecuting attorney, provided, always, that he has a fixed and 
known domicile; that he a property, or exercises some profession, in- 
dustry, art, or trade, and that in the judgment of the court there is no fear that 
he will escape. 


TAXATION OF DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 4833) relating to 
thetaxation of fractional parts of a gallon of distilled spirits and Senate 
amendments thereto; which were referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT LOUIS RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2611) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Saint Louis River at the 
most accessible point between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent—— 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. REAGAN. I ask the gentleman to yield to me while I offer a 
resolution to fix a day for the consideration of the bill to incorporate 
the Atlantic and Pacific Railway Ship Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr, NELSON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask consent to offer for present consideration the 
resolution I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, the 8th day of December next, be set apart for the 
consideration of House bill 5885 to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship 
Railway Company, and for other purposes, and that its consideration be con- 


tinued from day to day until disposed of, not to interfere with reven r 
propriation bills, - or re 


Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT LOUIS RIVER. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Housenon-concur in the Senate bill 
(8. 2611), and ask a committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. This is an original Senate bill, and the gentle- 
man’s motion is not in order. The gentleman can ask unanimous con- 
sent to put the bill upon its passage. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] de- 


mands the regular order. The Senate bill (S. 2611) will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. MoRRILL, for one week, an account of important business. 

To Mr. HALE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Loutmit, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. SAWYER, for the remainder of the session, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. WORTHINGTON, for the remainder of the session, on account 
of im t business. 
. To Mr. Cox, for the remainder of the session. 

To Mr. Harris, for the remainder of the session, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Hotes, for the remainder of the session, on account of im- 
portant business. 


TARIFF—LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 
CoxGREssIONAL RECORD remarks on House bill 7652. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I rise to make a privileged report, and send to the 
Clerk’s desk a report from a committee of conference. 
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Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
makes a report from a committee of conference. For what purpose 
| rise? 

Mr. BURNES. I hold in my hand a privileged report from a com- 
mittee of conference in regard to the Senate amendments to the gen- 
eral deficiency bill, and I desire to raise the question of consideration 
against the report just submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri raises the question 
of consideration against the conference report presented by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. The report will be read, after which the ques- 
tion will be put to the House. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, before the report is 
read, I ask unanimous consent that members of committees having re- 
ports—— 

Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. GLOVER. 


I call for the regular order. 

I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GLOVER. The House did not hear the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON ]. 

TheSPEAKER. Because the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
demanded the regular order several minutes ago and now repeats his 
demand, and there is nothing in order except to proceed under the rales 
of the House 

Mr. GLOVER. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 





Did the gentleman from Missouri—— 

The Clerk will read the report 

I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask if it is competent to demand that 
the items of the report of the committee of conference shall be read in 
connection with the text of the original amendments, so that we can 
understand what changes have been made. 

The SPEAKER. Therules of the House require the managers upon 
the part of the House to submit with their report a statement in writing; 
showing the effect of each amendment, and that statement must of 
course be read; but it is not in order to demand the reading of the 
original amendments on the question of agreeing to the conference re- 
port. That could be done only by unanimous consent. The Clerk 
will read the report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. DIBBLE (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, as the state- 
ment accompanying this report contains probably all the information 
the House can derive from the reading of the bill as agreed to by the 
conferees, I ask unanimous consent that the statement of the commit- 
tee be read, instead of reading the whole bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then I ask unanimous consent that the statement be 
read first, reserving the right on the part of any member to call for the 
reading of the reportafterward. ~ 

Mr. BURNES. I rise to a parliamentagy inquiry. I understand 
that if this report and bill be now read they may, unless by unanimous 
consent, have to be read again after the question of consideration is de- 
termined. Therefore, for the purpose of saving time, I ask unanimous 
consent to test at once the question of consideration between the two 
measures, unless it be the fact that the reading of this report and bill 
will not be required a second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks a second reading will not be re- 
quired; but “he gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] asks unani- 
mous conser.t that the question of consideration be voted upon at once 
before the reading of the report. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I believe there was no objection to my proposition. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DipsLe] 
asks unanimoas consent that the statement made by the managers on 
the part of the House be first read, the report to be read afterward if 
the reading be demanded by any member. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
report. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report, which 
is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses onthe 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7480) * making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes”’ having met,after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend. 
ment as follows: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the follow- 
ing: 
That the following sums of money be,and are hereby. appropriated, to be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the construction, 
completion, repair,and preservation of the public works herein named: 

Improving harbor at Kockland, Me.: Continuing improvement, $22,500. 

Improving breakwater at the mouth of Saco River, Maine: Continuing im- 
provement and repairs, $12,500. 

Improving harbor at Portland, Me.: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 
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Improving the channel in Back Cove, Portland, Me.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $26,250 . 

Improving harbor at York, Me., $15,000. 

Improving harbor at Portomouth, N. H,.: Continuing improvement, $15,000, 

Improving the harbor of refuge at Litthe Harbor, New Hampshire: Continu- 
ing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving the harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

For a breakwater at Gordon’s Landing, on Lake Champlain, to be built on 
the 12-foot curve mentioned in the papers accompanying the report of the Sec- 
retary of War to the Senate dated March 1, 1886 (Executive Document No. 81, 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session), $18,750. 

improving harbor at Boston, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $56,250; of 
which $18,750 are to be expended at Fort Point Channel,on Part A, below Con- 
gress street bridge. 

Improving harbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 

Improving harbor at Nantucket, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving Hyannis Harbor, Massachusetts, $10,000, 

Improving harbor at Newburyport, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $37,590. 

Improving harbor at Wareham, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving harbor at Plymouth, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $6,000, 

Improving harbor at Hingham, Mass.: Continuing improvement, 36,000. 

Impreving harbor at Provincetown, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving harbor at Gloucester, Mass., $5,000; of which $2,000, or so much as 
may be needed, for a survey, and remainder on Babson’s Ledge. 

For the national harbor of refuge of the first class at Sandy Bay: Continuing 
improvement, $100,000. 

Improving harbor at Scituate, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Westport, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $1,000, for 
san.i-fence, 

Improving harbor at Wood's Holl, Mass,: Continuing improvement, $14,500. 

Improving harbor at Block Island, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, 
(20,000; of which $8,000 shall be expended on the break water and $12,000 on the 
inner harbor. 

Improving harbor at Newport, R.I.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving harbor at Bridgeport, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $20,000, 

Improving harbor at Black Rock, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving breakwater at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, 
$75,000. 

Improving harbor at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

Improving harborat New London, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving harbor at Norwalk, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving harbor at Stonington, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

Improving harbor at Stamford, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.:Continuing improvement, and repairs on 
the outer break water, $112,500, 

Improving Buttermilk Channel, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $56,250. 

Improving breakwater at Rouse’s Point, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, 

20,000, 

Improving harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

Improving harbor at Canarsie Bay, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

; Improving harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs, 
26,250. 

7 Improving harbor at Flushing Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 

$10,000. 

a= channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 

500, 

; Improving harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
16,875. 

_ Improving harbor at Greenport, New York: Continuing improvement, 

$5,000. 

< Improving harbor at Little Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 

$12,500. 

Improving harbor at Oak Orchard, N. Y.: Continuing improvement by re- 

airs, $12,500. 
= improving harbor at Oleott, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs, 
10,000. 

Improving harbor at Wilsog, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Ogdensburg, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000; 
which, together with the amount on hand, is to be used in removing obstructions 
from the mouth of the Oswegatchee and continuing the excavation at the lower 
harbor up stream. 

Improving harbor at Oswego, N.Y.: Continuing improvement, $71,250; of 
— $56,250 to be used in repairs and $15,000 in continuing work on the har- 

or. 

Improving harbor at Rondout, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

improving harbor at Saugerties, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

, mproving harbor at Sheepshead Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 

000, 

Improving New York Harbor, New York: To secure a 30-foot channel at mean 
low water at the Sandy Hook entrance of the harbor, upon such plan as the Sec- 
retary of War may approve, $750,000. 

Improving channel between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, New 
York and New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
al meenting harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 
iy le 

improving harbor at Plattsburg, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

For a more thorough and definite survey and examination of the harbor at 
Atlantie City, N. J., with a view to making a harbor of refuge at that point, 
$5,000; said examination and survey to be made by a board consisting of three 
United States engineers. 

Improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: Continuing improvement, and also for the im- 
provement of said harbor as recommended by the Chief of Engineers January 
13, 1885, $37,500: Provided, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to receive and accept for the United States, from the 
marine hospital of Erie, Pa., the title to the peninsula of Presque Isle, at Erie 
Pa., as tendered by the said marine hospital, agreeably to the provisions of an 
act of the Lagiintewe of the State of Pennsylvania approved May 11, 1871: And 
provided fu: , That 500 of said sum chet oat ts aapaniied ntl the whwe- 
said title shall be acce by the ey of War. 

on ice-harbor at Marcus Hook, nsylvania: Continuing improve- 
ment, $15,000, 

The Secretary of War is authorized to cede to the city of Chester, the upper 
and lower piers located in said city and extending into the Delaware River, and 


formerly used as an ice- : 
qimetoving Delaware breakwater, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $56,- 


Improving ice-harbor at New Castle, Del. : Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving harbor at Wilmington, Del.: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 
Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Continuing im 


Improving harbor at Breton Bay, —— : Contin improvement, 8,500, 
the cotablish 


For continuing the im t 

Washington, wit reference to the im) 

— wer tince, and the raisi di-extion of the Sec- 
ar and in accordance with existing plans, $375,00.- Provided, That 

no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended upon, or with refer- 
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ence to any place in respect of which the title of the United States is in q 
or in respect to which any claim adverse to the United States has been ; 

Improving harbor at Norfolk, Va., and improving approach to Norfolk I! 
and the United States navy-yard at Norfolk: Continuing improveme); 
widening the channel of Elizabeth River to the port-warden's line on the, 
side, between Lambert's Point Light and Fort Norfolk, $187,500: of which 
shall be expended in improving the harbor, and $137,500 in widening ¢ 
nel of Elizabeth River to the port-warden’s line on the eastern sice, | 
Lambert’s Point Light and Fort Norfolk, beginning at Lambert's Po 
including the construction of the proposed dike. 

Improving harbor at Beaufort, N. C.: Continuing improvement, $15 
“i Improving harbor at Edenton Bay, North Carolina: Continuing imp 
$2,000. 

Improving the inland water way between New Berne and B 
$10,000. 

Improving harborat Charleston, including Sullivan's Island, Sout), « 
Continuing improvement, $187,500. 

Improving ioauam Bay, Sovth Carolina: Contuazuing impr 

Improving iarbor at Georgeti:wn, S. C.: Continuing improven 

Improving arbor at Brunswi:k,Ga.: Continuing improve: 

Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Con 
ment, $112,500. 

Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvem« 

Improving harbor at Apalachicola Bay, Florida: Continuing ro 
$12,000; of which $2,000 may, in the discretion of the Secretary of \ 
pended at the Carabello or Crooked River. 
¥ For examination and survey of the entrance to harbor at Ke 
$2,500. 

Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla.: Continuing improvement, $2 

Improving harbor at Tampa Bay, Fla.: Continuing improvement, ¢ 

Improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Fila., $7,000. 

Improving harbor at Mobile, Ala. : Continuing improvement, $9 ( 

Improving harbor at Biloxi Bay, Mississippi: Continuing improv: 
500; which sum, together with the money on hand heretofore appropri 
the roadstead, is hereby directed to be used in deepening the channe! f; 
sissippi Sound to the wharves at Biloxi. 

Improving Arkansas Pass and Bay up to Rockport and Corpus Chris 
Continuing improvement, $101,250. 

Improving Brazos Santiago Harbor, Texas: Continuing impro, 

500. 


Improvement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Conti 
ment, $300,000. 

Improving Pass Cavallo, Texas: Continuing improvement, $37,500 

. Improving Sabine Pass and Blue Buck Bar, Texas: Continuing j 
ment, $198,750. 

Improving ship-channel in Galveston Bay, Texas, from Morgan’s Cut 
Channel: Continuing improvement, for which purpose the balance 
maining of the money heretofore appropriated for this work is here!) 
be expended by the Secretary of War in the completion of said clia 
cordance with the plans heretofore adopted, and in marking ou: said « 
by piles or stakes, so asto enable navigators to find the same without « 

Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $3)‘ 

SONS harbor at mouth of Black River, Ohio: Continuing improv: 

0,000. 

Improving harbor at Cleveland, Ohio, on the last plan projected, $93.75 
which $30,000are to be used in building a parapet on the existing break) 
and the $100,000 now on hand to be available for work on the last plan 

Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: Continuing improvement. $18.75) 

Improving harbor at Huron, Ohic: Continuing improvement, $3,100. 

Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio: ( 
uing improvement, $37,500. 

Improving harbor at Port Clinton. Ohio, by repairs of existing works, 22.0 

For the of acquiring the title to the land adjoining the inner end of 
the west pier built by the United States for the improvement of the h: 
Port Clinton, Ohio, the Secretary of War shall negotiate with the owner or own- 
ers of the land for the purchase thereof at a reasonable price, to be approved by 
Congress; and if an agreement as to price can not be made with the owner 
then the value of the same shall be ascertained in the mode provided by th: 
laws of Ohio for the condemnation of lands for public uses in that State re- 
sult of said proceedings of condemnation, if taken, to be reported to the » 
Congress for its Sees 

Improving harbor at Sandusky City, Ohio, by dredging the channel through 
the outer bar and within the mays One for this purpose the money appropriated 
by act of oy 5, 1884, now on d, is hereby made available, and the furt 
sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated. 

Improving harbor at To Ohio: Continuing improvement of the Maun 
River by a straight channel along such lineas may b< approved by the > ry 
of War, $112,500; and the balance of the $25,007 heretofore appropriated are 
hereby made available for clearing the old charnel. 7 

Improving harbor at Vermillion, Ohio: Cexcinuing improvement, 3'\"). 

Improving harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, >5-» 
of which sum $1,875 are to be used on the inner harbor. 

Improving harbor at Calumet, Ill.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Chicago, [ll.: Continuing improvement, $75,000 

Improving harborat Waukegan, Ill.: Continuing improvement, $20,(\) 

Improving harbor at Charlevoix and entrance to Pine Lake, Michis 
tinuing improvement, $10,000, a 

Improving harbor at Cheboygan, Mich.: Continuing improvement.>: 

Improving harbor at Frankfort, Mich., by extension of piers and rep.''s 
tinuing improvement, $7,000. . 

Improving harbor at Grand Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvemen'.>*’' 

Improving harbor of refugeat Grand Marias, Mich.: Continuing improve’ 


Improving harbor at Ludington, Mich.: Continuing improvement, °.-”. 
Improving harbor at Manistee, Mich. : Continuing improvement, ¢!')\"””. 
Improving harbor at Marquette, Mich.: Continuing improvement, ?!"," 
Improving harbor at Monroe, Mich.: By repairs, $2,000. eel 
Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich, : Continuing improvement,‘!-,””. 
Improving harbor at Ontonagon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, >!>.'"" 
Improving harbor at Pentwater, Mich.: Continuing improvement, °!\)\\""" 
Improving harbor at Portage Lake, Mich.: Continuing mapeovemen $15.0 
Improving and repairing harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Mich.: ont!" ng 
improvement, $75,000; of which not ———' oo are to be used in repairs 
Improving harbor at Saint Joseph, Mich.: Continuing improvemen'. ©*"" 
harbor at Saugatuck, Mich.: To complete improvement, >~""" 
Improving harbor at South Haven, Mich.: Continuing improveme!'.> 
Improving harbor at White River, Mich.: Continuingimprovement, ©" ~ 
Improving harbor at Black Lake, Mich.: Continuing improvement)” 
Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, £19,"); >" 
no part ofsaid sum is to be expended until the wharfage over the Govern’ 
piers at that port shall be made free. —_— 
Improving harbor at Green Bay, Wis. : Continuing improvement, >." 
Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wis. : Contin mprovement, $5,008 ba 
harbor at Kewaunee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $!')' a 
Improving harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15, 
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Improving harbor at Menomonee, Wis. : Continuing improvement, $3,000. | 

Improving harbor of refuge at Milwaukee, Wis.: Continuing improvement 
on bay and bor, $60,000. re erty. 

Improving harbor at Oconto, Wis. : Continuing improvement, $8,000. | 

Improving harbor at Port Washington, Wis. : Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Racine, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $1,000. 

Improving harbor at Superior Bay and Saint Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Continu- 
ing improvement, $22,500; and the engineer in charge, in his next annual report, 
shal! submit an estimate of the cost of a dredge-boat or other facilities that may 
be needed for dredging the harbors of Duluth and Superior. Thirteen thou- 
sand five hundred dollars of the money hereby appropriated are to be expended 
in dredging in said Superior Bay and Harbor, and in repairing piers at natural 
entry, and $9,000 in dredging Saint Louis Bay, along the dock-line on the Wis- 
consin shore, from deep water at Connor’s Point toward deep water at Grassy 
’ Snproving harbor at Sheboygan, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving harbor at Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, 
+ iproving harbor at Ashland, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $22,500. 

The Secretary of War is authorized end directed to appoint a board of tliree 
engineers from the United States Ariny whose duty it shall be to examine, in 
al their relations tocommerce the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canal, 
connecting the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in the State of Wis- 
consin, with a view to making the same a free passage way and harbor of refuge, 
to consider their value, and all other matters connected with their usefulness to 
navigation, and which shall give information as to the expediency of the work 
and the desirability of theiracquisitionandimprovement, The said board shall 
report to the Secretary of War, who shall lay its report before Congress at its 
next session, together with the views of himself and the Chief of Engineers ot 
the United States Army thereon; and $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated for this purpose, : 

Improving harborat Duluth, Minn.: Continuing improvement, and enlarging 
basin between Minnesotaand Rice’s Points, $56,250; of which a sum not exceed- 
ing $500 may be used in placing buoys in the channels and elsewhere where 
needed in the harbor; and the consent of the United States is hereby given to 
a change of existing dock-line on the east side of Rice’s Point by the municipal 
authorities of Duluth: Provided, That such change meets the approval of the 
Secretary of War. : 

Improving harbor at Grand Marais, Minn. : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Agate Bay, Minn.., $22,500. 

Improving harbor at Lake City, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cal.: Continuing improvement, 
$75,000: Provided, That no of said sum shall be expended untii the 12 acres 
of land necessary tosaid improvement shall have been conveyed to the United 
States free of expense, and such conveyance has been approved by the Secretary 
of War, after the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to 
the Secretary of War that the title is perfect. 

Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $60,000. 

The sum of $11,000,or-so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated for a survey of San Francisco Harbor, San Pablo Bay, Suisun Bay, Strait 
< ae, mouth of San Joaquin River, and mouth of Sacramento River, 

alifornia. 

Improving harbor at Red Wood, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

The sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
pated for examination, survey, and estimated cost of obtaining a channel 250 

eet wide and 24 feet deep at mean low water across the outer bar, and from 
thence to a point abreast of beacon No. 2,in San Diego Harbor, California; also, 
of obtaining a nevigable channel at least 8 feet in depth at mean low water at 
pes Harbor, California; also, of the establishment of a break water extend- 
ing @ southeasterly direction one-fourth of a mile, more or less, along the 
sunken reef commencing ator near Whaler’s Point, so called, at San Luis Obispo 
Harbor, California, 

Improving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $75,000. 

Improving harborat Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $75,000. 

Improvement of the harbor at entrance of Coos Bay, Oregon, $33,750. 

Improving Lubec Channel, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving Moosebec Bar, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

as Penobscot River, Maine: Continuing improvement, by widening 
& nel opposite Bangor and removing obstructions near Crosby’s Narrows, 


jmocoving one River, Maina, $12,500. ial 
proving Narragaugus River, Maine ,000, 
Improving Cocheco River, New Hampshire: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving — River, Massachusetts, $2,500. 
Improving Warren River, Rhode Island, $5,000. 
Improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 
Improving a and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island: Continu- 
improvement, $30, 
orremoving Green Jacket Shoal, Providence River, Rhode Island, $26,250. 
Improving Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island, $12,000. 
ioe Connectieut River below Hartford, Conn.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $26,250. 
Improving Housatonic River, Connecticut, $5,000. 
Improving Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $22,500. 
Improving East Chester Greek, New York : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
inpoewing Hudson River, New York: Continuing improvement, $26,250; of 
w $15,000 may be used for the removal of the rock in channel at Van Wie’s 


Improving Newtown Creek and Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
$37,500; of which $9,375 to be expended on west branch between Maspeth ave- 
nue and Dual Bridge, at Grand street and Metropolitan avenue; $9,375 to be 
expended on main branch between Easterly Grand street bridge to Metropolitan 
avenue; and balance on lower end, from Maspeth avenue to the mouth of the 


Improving Hell Gate, New York: Contin improvement, $112,500. 
Improving Narrows at Lake ieee York, from Benson, Vt., to 
“Teliedinn tiinadeeass font SNoe ¥ Co 
ver, New York: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
impueving Maurice River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 


uing improvement, $26, ; of 

whi are to be used above Newark. m — 
Impioring Raritan River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $26,250. 
Taproving . New Jersey : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving South River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving Saint Jones ki Delaware : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
luproving Nanticoke River, Delaware: Contin improvement up to and 











hear tie town of Laurel, Del., $10,000. 
Improving River, Pennsylvania and West Virginia: Continu- 
ing ment, ; butno charges or tolls shall be collected on any other 


part of the river on a on said river which originates above the 
a te, met a dam at Herr’s Island, in the Allegheny 


Improving Allegheny River, 


lvania: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


provement from Trentor i t 
to improving the channel between Camden, N.J., and Philadelphia, Pa., and 
$7,500, or so much thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on said river and 
its tidal tributaries above Brid ! P 


were carried av 


from future destruct 


teagus Bay, Vir; 
Chine oteague B 


mines, in Wythe County, and t 
$10,000, together with the $3,00( 


- 

QYT 

(Ja 

Improving Schuylkill River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, $18,- 

w, 

Improving Delaware River, Pennsylvania and New Jersey: Continuing im- 
its mouth, $210,000: of which $30,000 shall be applied 








Improving Choptank Rive 
Improving Corsica Creek 
For rebuilding 


nent, $10,000, 





$10,000 
he Chesapeake Bay, which 
t ks at that point 













Improving Susquehanna River, Maryland and Pennsylvania: Continuing 


improvement, $6,000; to be expended above the Philadelphia, Wilmington and 





3altimore Railroad bri 
Improving Pocomoke 





River, Maryland: Continuin d npleting improve- 


ment, $8,000, 


Improving, by dredging niand water way from Chinco- 


or near Lewes, Del.,to be used from 










Improving Appomatt itinuing improvement, $18,750. 











Improving Chickahom : nuing i ement, $4,000, 
Improving James River ing improvement below Richmond, 
$112,000 
$112,000. 


Improving Mattaponi River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving New River, Virg 3; Ce mprovement between the lead- 


ilson’s Creek, in Grayson County, 





MLInuing 





v7 on hand 
improving Pamunky River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $,000. 
Improving Rappahannock River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $20,- 


000. 


>: 


Improving Staunton River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $10,000; one- 





half of which is to be expended between the mounth of Pig River and the Mid- 
land Railroad Crossing. 


Improvmg York River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Dan River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving Big Sandy River, West Virginia and Kentucky: Continuing im- 
provement, $30,000; of which sum $3,750 are to be expended on Tug Fork, in 
West Virginia, and $3,750 on Lavisa Fork, in Kentucky. 

Improving Buckhannon River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, $1,- 
500. 

Improving Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
$187,500. 

Improving Elk River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, $1,500. 

Improving Guyandotte River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, the 
amount heretofore appropriated is made available for this purpose. 

Improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
$16,875; of which $1,875 shall be used in continuing the improvement of naviga- 
tion above the west fork. But no toll shall be collected by any person or cor- 
poration for this improved navigation; and such right, if any exist, shall be 
reiinquished, in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War, before the expen- 
diture of any of the money herein appropriated for this work. 

Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $168,- 
750; of whichsum $11,250 are to be expended above Wilmington, the remainder 
below and opposite the city of Wilmington, including as much of its northeast 
branch as lies in front of Wilmington, within the city limits. 

Improving Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
$15,000. 

Improving Currituck Sound, Coanjok Bay, and North River Bar, North Car- 
olina: Continuing improvement, $10,000. : 

Improving Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $22,500. 

Improving New River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10,000 

Improving Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: Completing improve- 
ments, $5,000. 

Improving Black River, North Carolina, $3,000: Provided, That all claims of 
private parties to the navigation of the river shall be ceded to the United States, 
free of charge, before the commencement of said improvement. 

Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $20,- 
000. Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, of the aforesaid $20,000 shall be used for the purpose of removing obstruc- 
tions in Thoroughfare and Coshoke Creek. 

Improving Trent River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $3,500. 

Improving Dan River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement between 
Madison, N.C.,and Danville, Va., $10,000. 

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Improving’ the inland water way between Beaufort Harbor and New Liver, 
North Carolina, through Bogue Sound, $10,000. 

Improving Ashley River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $1,000, 

Improving Edisto River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving Great Pee Dee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 

















000, 
qolmproving Salkehatchie River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
32,000, 

Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $18,750; 
no part of which sum to be used for the construction of any road-bridge atross 
the Mosquito Creek Canal: Provided, That if sait water be found flowing into 
said Mosquito Creek, $5,000 of said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used for the construction of a flood-gatc at upper end of the canal, to 
prevent the same. 

Improving Waccamaw River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement $15,- 
000. 

Improving Wappoo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $5,000, 

Improving Wateree River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Congaree River, South Carolina, $7,500. 

Improving Altahama River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $20,000; of 
which $10,000 are to be used on Doboy Bar, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary. 

Imrroving Chattahoochee River, Georgia and Alabama: Continuing improve- 
ment, $20,000. 

Improving Coosa River, Georgia and Alabama: Continuing improvement, 
$45,000. 

Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $20,000; of which 
sum $5,000 are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma, and $15,000 
below Albany. 

Improving Ocmulgee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Oconee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $9,000; $1,500 
of said sum to be expended between Skull Shoals and the railroad bridge. 

Improving Romely Marsh, Georgia: To complete improvement, $17,475; and 
so much of said sum as may be necessary may be applied by the engineer in 
charge, with the approval of the Secretary of War, to pay for work done on said 
improvement, under the direction of the War Department, since the last appro- 
priation was exhausted. 
an Savannah River below Augusta, Ga.: Continuing improvement, 

5,000. 
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Improving Apalachicola River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $1,000. 
Improving Caloosabatchee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $4,000. 
Improving Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
rovement, $15,000; of which sum $5,000 to be expended below Geneva, and 
10,000 to be expended between Geneva and Newton, Ala. 

Improving Conecuh-Escambia River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
provement, $12,000, 

Improving La Grange Bayou, Florida: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving Manatee and Pease Rivers, Florida: Continuing improvement, 
$13,000; of which $5,000 may be expended on Pease River. 

Improving channel over the bar at the mouth of Saint John’s River, Florida: 
Continuing improvement, $150,000, 

Improving Suwanee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Volusia Bar, Florida: To complete improvement, $7,509, 

Improving Withlacoochee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving Alabama River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving Black Warrior River from Tuscaloosa to Daniels Creek, Alabama, 
$56,250, together with the $47,000 on land; to be expended in accordance with 
the plan adopted by the board of engineers. 

Iuproving Cahawba River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $7,500: Pro- 
vided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until the officer in charge 
shall have reported that the railroad and other bridges across said river have 
been previded with good and sufficient draw-openings. 

Improving Tallapoosa River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Warrior River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $18,750; to be 
expended below Tuscaloosa, 

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama and Mississippi: Continuing improve- 
ment, $18,750; to be expended below Vienna, $11,250; and between Vienna and 
Fulton, $7,500. 

Improving Big Sunflower River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000; 
of which $2,000 to be expended between Woodburn and Lehrton. 

Improving Noxubee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Pascagoula River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, includ- 
ing bar at the mouth, and from there to the mills at Moss Point, $20,000; and the 
balance of the money now on hand heretofore appropriated for improving Horn 
Island Pass is to be applied to the same purpose. 

Improving Pearl River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $17,625; of 
which $2,250are to be expended between Edinburg and Carthage, $2,250 between 
Carthage and Jackson, and the remainder below Jackson, including bar at the 
mouth of East Pearl River. 

Improving Steele's Bayou, Mississippi, including Washington Bayou: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving Tallahatchee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,500. 

Improving. Tchula Lake, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving Yallabusha River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving Bayou Pierre, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Yazoo River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of 
which $5,000, or so much as may be necessary, to be used in repairing boat. 

Improving Big Black River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000: 
Provided, That no part of thisappropriation shall be used until the State of Mis- 
sissippi shall have first caused the bridges over said strearm south of the Vicks- 
burg and Meridian Railroad to beso constructed as not to obstruct the navigation 
of said stream. 

Improving Amite River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving Boouf River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, and for closing 
Outlet No. 1, $5,000, 

Improving Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000, 

Improving Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Bayou D’Arbonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving Bayou Terrebonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving Cypress Bayou and the lakes between Jefferson, Tex., and Shreve- 
port, La., Texas and Louisiana: To complete improvement, $18,000. 

Improving Tensas River and Bayou Macon, Louisiana: Continuing improve- 
ment, $4,000, 

Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing improvement 
from Fulton, Ark., tothe Atchafalaya River, Louisiana, including completing 
the work at Alexandria, $75,000; of which sum $25,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, shall be used in making a thorough survey of the river from 
Fulton, Ark., to the Atchafalaya River, and in completing the survey of Bayou 
Pierre, Louisiana. 

Improving Techefuncte River and Bogue Falia, Louisiana: Continuing im- 
provement, $2,500; to be expended in the improvement of Bogue Falia up to 
Covington. 

Improving Tickfaw River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000; to be 
expended on its navigable tributaries. 7 

Improving Ouachita River, Louisiana and Arkansas, and Black River, Louisi- 
ana: Continuing improvement, $17,500; of which $7,500, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, for repairing snag-boat Wagner. 

Improving Calcasieu River and Pass, Louisiana: Continuing improvement to 
secure a navigable channel 8 feet deep over the bars affecting the entrance to 
said river and pass, and for this purpose the money on hand heretofore appro- 
priated for improvement of Calcasieu River is to be used. 

Improving mouth of Brazos River, Texas: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Buffalo Bayou, Texas: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Saint Francis River, Arkansas and Missouri, to the town of Saint 
Francis: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $75,000, ac- 
cording to the plan and recommendations in Appendix V 13, Executive Docu- 
ment 1, Forty-ninth Congress; of which there are to be expended $8,000 at Pine 
Bluff, $13,000 at Fort Smith, and $10,000 at Dardanelles, or so much thereof under 
those sums, respectively, as may be necessary at those points. 

For the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the Arkansas 
River, $19,875; of which sum $1,125, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used tocomplete the survey of the Arkansas River between Little Rock, 
Ark., and Wichita, Kans. 7 

Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark., $7,000.° 

Improving Little Red River, Arkansas, $3,000, 

Improving Black River, Arkansas and Missouri, $5,000. 

Improving Petit Jean River, Arkansas, $3,500. 

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $18,000; $13,000 
of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to complete the survey of said 
river; the remainder for general improvement. 

For removing the rock shoals in Fourche River, Arkansas, situate 4 miles 
south of Perryville, inPerry County, Arkansas, according to the plans of the en 
gineers for creating a 50-foot channel, $5,000, 

Improving Big Hatchee River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $3,000, 

Improving Caney Fork River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving Clinch River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee and Kentucky: Contin im- 

rovement above Nashville, with a view to secure in the nela of 4 

eet, commencing with the lock at or near the lower island at Nashville, $75,000, 


Improving Cumberland River bel f 
ment, $12,500, t below Nashville, Tenn.: Continuing improve- 


gnome French Broad River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $% - 


Improving Hiawasse River, Tennessee: Continuing improv>ment, $2,500 

ee Fork of Forked Deer River, Tennessee: Continuing 
provement, $5,000. - 

Improving Tennessee River above Chattanooga, Tenn. : Continuing improve- 
ment, $7,500, : 

Improving Tennessee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little Muscle Shoal 
= iver Shoals, Alabama: To complete improvements at these loc 

262,500 

Improving South Fork of Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing jm. 
provement, $5,000. . 

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $137 5) 

Improving Tradewater River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, 2 (o,) 

Improving the Falis of the Ohio River at Louisville, Ky.: Continuing im- 
provement, according to the last plan of the engineer in charge, and to be rst 
applied to the completion of the work now in pr , $150,000 : Provided That 
of that sum $50,000 shall be expended in enlarging the canal-basin, as recom. 
mended in the last report of the engineer in charge. 

The Secretary of War is oer authorized and directed to ascertain the value 
and commercial importance of the works and property of the Green ang Barren 
River Navigation mpany, situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, jy the 
State of Kentucky, and of the Monongahela Navigation Company, situated on 
the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania; and in order to 
such information the Secretary of War shall appoint a board of three competent 
engineers from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, which board 
shall in each case report to the Secretary of War, who shall report thereon to 
Congress at its next succeeding session; and the cost of such examination shq\! 
be paid out of the sum appropriated by this act for surveys: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed as committing Congress to the purchase of 
the said works. 

Improvement of the Muskingum River, Ohio, between Zanesville and the 
mouth of the river, and for operating the same, $20,000. And the United States 
hereby accepts from the State of Ohio the said Muskingum River improvement 
and all the locks, dams,and their appurtenances, and the canals belonging to 
said improvement, and all the franchises and property of every kind, and rights 
in said river,and its improvements, now owned, held, and enjoyed by the Siate 
of Ohio, including all water leases and rights to use water under and by virtye 
of any lease of water now running and in force between the State of Ohio and 
all persons using said water, hereby intending to transfer to the United States 
such rights in said leases and contracts as are now owned, held, or reserved by 
the State of Ohio; but not to affect any right to the use of the water of sai 
river now owned and held by the lessees of any water right under any lease or 
contract with the State of Ohio. And the United States hereby assumes contro] 
of said river, subject to the paramount interest of navigation. The provisions 
of this act,so far as they relate to the Muskingum River,shall not take effect, 
nor shall the money hereby appropriated be available, until the State of Ohio, 
acting by its duly authorized agent, turns over to the United States all property 
ceded by the act of the General Assembly aforesaid,and all personal property 
belonging to the improvementaforesaid, and used in its care and improvement, 
and any balance of money appropriated by said State for the improvement ot 
said river,and which is not expended on the 15th day of July, 1856. 

Improving Clinton River, Michigan : Continuing improvement, $6,009. 

Improving Detroit River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $37,500 

Improving Saint Clair Ship-canal, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 

18,750 


im- 


8, and 
alities, 


acquire 


Improving Saint Mary’s River, Michigan: Continuing improvement by a 
new lock and approaches, $230,000. 

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan: Continuing improvement. $150 0 

oe Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $33,750, of 
which $16,875 are to be used above Bay City, and $,000 in improving the west 
channel along West Bay City. 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineers from the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine in al! 
their relations to commerce the two improved water ways known as the Portage 
Lakeand River Improvement Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-anal, 
Railway, andgron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the water communication across Keweenaw Point, from Keweenaw by to 
Lake Superior, by way of Portage River and lake, in the State of Michigan, 
with a view to making the same a free passage way and harbors of refuge, to 
consider their value and all other matters connected with their usefulness to 
navigation, and which shall give information as to the expediency of the work 
and the desirability of their acquisition and improvement. The said board 
shal! report to the Secretary of War, who shall lay its report before Congress at 
its next session, together with the views of himself and the Chief of Engineers 
of the United States Army thereon; and $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated for this purpose. : 

Improving Chippewa River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement from the 
Dalles Dam to its mouth, $18,750. : 

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin : Continuing improvement below Monte!\ 
on the approved plan, $56,250. And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 
have the examination and survey of the Wisconsin River from Portage to the 
mouth, now being made by a board of engineers, completed as soon as practi 
cable, and a report thereof made on or before the meeting of the next session 0! 
Congress. And thesum of $6,000 of the above appropriation, or so much thereo! 
as may be necessary, may be expended at or near Portage City to prevent the 
overflow of the W n River into the Upper Fox River, so as to prevent!" 
jury tothe Government works on Fox River; and this expenditure may be mace 
separately, or, if deemed more economica! by the Secretary of War, in adding 
to any protecting works which may be made by the State of Wisconsin 

Tae River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing improv 
ment, . ; 

Improving Wabash River, Indianaand Illinois: Continuing work on lock and 
dams at Grand Rapids, and on the river from Grand Rapids to its mouth, %- 
000, and $9,000 to be expended on the river at Grayville. as 

=— White River, Indiana: Continuing improvement below Haz:!(o", 


. , 

Im ng Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $30.0; © 
which $11,250 are to be used between the Forks and one-half mile east of Han 
mond, Ind., $5,625 of which are to be used in dredging the river between ©" 
Forks and the State line of Lilinois and Indiana, $5,625 on the river at Ham- 
mond Ind: Provided, however, That no part of said sum, nor any sum heretolor® 
appropriated the said $11,250 for the river above the Forks, shal! be ¢* 


, except : 
nded until the entire rightof ser as set forth in Senate Executive Docume" 


0. 9, second session Forty-seventh Congress, shall have been conveyed ' = 

United States f free of expense, and the United States shall be fully peers = 
iability for damages to adjacent property-owners, to the satisfaction o! '" 

clei anne of the Cannebet beak estate aired to be taken 


. 


aused by said improvement, or should the owner - 
and releasing, or should his or her name « 
be # non-resident of the State of Illino's,' 





Aveust 38, 





1886. 





shall then be the duty of the United States attorney for the northern district of 
Illinois to immediately file a petition in any court having jurisdiction thereof, 
jn the manner and as authorized by the laws of the State of Illinoisin such cases, 
for the purpose of ascertaining the just compensation to be paid to the respect- 
jve owners of the land taken or damaged: Provided, however, That the other 


rs of property and parties interested in said improvement shall first exe- 
ee bend te the United States, to be approved by the Secretary of War, forthe 
ent of the costs of such proceedings, and to pay any judgment that may 


povendered therein; and on failure to do so the proceedings shall be dismissed 

Improving llinois River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $112,500; of which 
sum 3 750 may be expended in dredging the river in front of Peoria. 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineers from the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine in 
all their relations to commerce the Illinois and Michigan Canal and the pro- 

Hennepin Canal, to consider their value and all other matters connected 
with their usefulness to navigation, and shall report upon the acquisition and 
improvement of the Illinoisand Michigan Canal and the construction of the Hen- 
nepin Canal. The said board shall report to the Secretary of War, whoshall lay 
ite report before Congress at its next session, together with the views of himself 
and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army thereon ; and $15,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for this purpose: 
Provided, That nothing in this paragraph shall be construed as committing the 
Government to the said improvement.. ‘ : 

Improving Gasconde River, Missouri: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Osage River, Missouri: Continuing improvement by snagging and 
removing obstructions, $10,000. i - ek ’ 

Improving Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement 
from Breckenridge to the northern boundary-line of the United States, includ- 
ing dredging, removal of snags and bowlders, and construction of wing-dams, 
&c., and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby made 
available for this purpose. ; 

Yellowstone River between Glendive and the mouth, Montana: 


Improvin 
Continuing mprovement, $18,750. 
Improving Mokelumne River, California, by removing obstructions, $2,500. 


Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $40,000 of the money 
heretofore appropriated for improving said rivers that may remain unexpended 
at the end of the present fiscal year, for snagging and dredging operations and 
the cost of the proceedings hereinafter authorized; also $10,000 to complete 
dredges authorized by act of July 5, 1884; the balance of said unexpended money 
not to be used until the Secretary of War be satisfied that hydraulic mining 
hurtful to navigation has ceased on said rivers and their tributaries. If he be 
not so satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal proceedings as 
may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or discharging 
détritus, débris, or slickens, caused by or arising from such hydraulic mining, 
into either of said rivers or any of its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin River 
er any of its tributaries, or in or to such place or situation from which such 
detritus, débris, or slickens may be liable to be washed or carried by storms or 
floods into either of said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instructed to 
use out of said sum as much as may be necessary for said purpose. 

Improving San Joaquin River and Stockton and Mormon Sloughs, California : 
Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving canal at the Cascades, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $187,500. 

Improving the Upper Columbia River, including Snake River, Oregon, and 
Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, $187,500. 

Improving Lower Willamette River, and Columbia River below Portland, 
Oreg.: Continuing improvement, $75,000; of which sum $21,000 for a snag-boat 
to be used on the Willamette and Columbia Rivers, and $5,000 to be expended 
on the river in front of Portland. 

Improving the Upper Willamette River above Portland, Oreg.: Continuing 
improvement, $10,000, 

Improving uille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
anes lis River, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, 
an" Cowlitz River, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, 


Improving Skagit, Steilaquamish, Nootsack, Snohomish, and Snoqualmie 
Rivers, Washington Territory : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

aa Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City : Continuing improve- 
ment, including necessary work at Omaha, Atchison, Saint Joseph, Fort Leaven- 
worth reservation, Arrow Rock, Kansas City, Plattsmouth, Brownsville, and 
Nebraska City, $375,000; to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, in accordance with plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri 
River Commission. 

Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im- 
provement, $60,000, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

For removing obstructions in the Missouri River, $22,500. 

aes the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $375,000; out of which 
sum $37,500 are to be expended at Grand Chain in removing rocks and other ob- 
structions to navigation at that locality ; also $18,750 may expended in con- 
st or aiding in the construction of such an embankment on the south 
side of Great Miami River, near its junction with the Ohio, as may be neces- 
sary to confine the waters of the Great Miami in t floods to the general 
course of its channel at or near the Ohio, to the end that the formation of the 
bar in the Ohio River now forming and obstructing navigation may be arrested ; 
also $37,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of said appropriation shall 
be expended in constructing five ice-piers, pursuant to the present or prospective 
— of the Chief of Engineers, at or near the following places, to wit: One at 

eroy, Ohio; one at Middleport, Ohio; one at Gallipolis, Ohio; and one at 

Tronton Ohio; and one at or near Ashland, Ky.,on the south side of the Ohio 
River: Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
obtain, if he can do so without cost to the United States, »verpetual leases or con- 
veyances of the riparian rights of the property-owners at each of said localities, 
in the event said ice-piers, or any one of them, shall be located where there is no 
improved landing-place: And Surther, Thatat localities where there are 
improved landings he shall first obtain a relinquishment of wharfage rights and 
dues in favor of water-craft seeking protection from damage by ice; ont no part 
of this: shall be used for such purpose until the foregoing conditions 
are com! with. Also, out of said ropriation for the Ohio River $18,750 for 
rem obstruction at the mouth of Licking River; also $11,250 for complet- 
ing ice-harborat Four-Mile Bar, nearCincinnati; also $20,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, for Davis Isiand Dam. 

For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the headwaters of the Missis- 


sippi River, $37,500: That in the opinion of the Chief of Engineers the 
expenditure riati 
= this approp' ion and the ultimate completion of part of 


eee improve navigation. 


will 
For snag-boat on r Mississippi River, $22,500. 
Improving Misiesipy River =. Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Contin- 
uing improvement, ; of which sum $6,000, or so much thereof as may be 


shall be to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek Chain, at 

Rock Island ; and of which sum the further amount of $15,000, or so 
uch thereof as may be necessary, may be used by the Secretary of War, in 
practical test of the flame invented by M. J. 
under the supervision and direction of said 


{ 


is discretion, for continuing 
test to be 


the 
made 


j 


the said 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








































7929 











Adams ; but if not so used the sum shall remain asa part of said appropriation, 
and be used for the purposes first in this paragraph specified. 

Improving Mississippi River at Des Moines Rapids Canal, underthe modified 
project, $26,250; of which sum $15,000 are to be used for pier construction, in ex- 
tending the outer wall of canal to the pivot-pier of the bridge. 

For dry-dock at Des Moines Rapids, $48,750 

Improving ice-harbor at Dubuque, lowa,the unexpended balance, or so much 
thereof as shall be necessary, shall be applied to paving instead of riprapping 
said ice-harbor. 

Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids tothe mouth of the Ili- 
nois River, including the river at Quincy Bay and the removal of the bars at 
the mouth of Whipple Creek and Hamburg Bay, including also the strengthen- 
ing of Sny Island Levee where it crosses Suicarte 
tinuing the improvement, $150,000. 

Improving Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois River to the 
mouth of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at Alton, and 
at the discretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the Illinois shore oy 
posite the mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement, $375,000; of 
which $37,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended in ex- 
tending the work for the protection of the eastwardly bank of the Mississippt 
River at Cairo, and the prevention of its wash or erosion, commencing at the 
southerly end of the present Government revetment work and continuing down 
stream, and $22,500 for continuing improvement at Cape Girardeau, Mo., and 
Montona Point, Illinois: Provided, That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, 
may use not to exceed $75,000 of said sum of $375,000 to correct the current of 
the river and improve the channel at Saint Louis. 

Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouthof the Ohio 
River: Continuing improvement, $2,000,000; which sum shall be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, spec- 
ifications, and recommendations of the Mississippi RiverCommission: Provided, 
That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or build 
levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or pri- 
vate property by overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is author- 
ized to repair and build levees if, in their judgment, it should be done as part of 
their plan to afford ease and safety to the navigationand commerce of the river 
and to deepen the channel. 

And provided further, That no works of bank protection or revetment shall be 
executed in said reaches or elsewhere until after it shall be found that the com- 
pletion of the permeable contracting works and uniform width of the high- 
water channel will not secure the desired stability of the river banks: Provided, 
however, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the construction of revet- 
ment works where the banks are caving at Greenville reach, Delta Point, in 
front of the cities of Vicksburg, Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus: .‘nd pro- 
vided further, That contraction works shall be builtat the sametime ia the wide 
portions of the river immediately above the said revetment works, Of the 
amount herein appropriated for the Lower Mississippi, $75,000 are to be ex- 
pended in continuing the work in progress at New Orleans; $187,500 for the 
rectification of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers by preventing further enlarge- 

ment of the latter stream and restricting its outlet capacity, and for keeping open 
a navigable channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi ; 
$37,500 in improving navigation in the Greenville reach by preventing the bank 
at Greenville from further caving; $75,000 in deepening the channel at Vicks- 
burg by dredging through the bar existing there; butthis last-named sum shall 
not be expended unless after another examination or survey the commission 
shall deem it advisable; and if they shal! not, then $37,500 shall be expended in 
the improvement of navigation at Vicksburg by constructing suitable dikesand 
other appropriate works, and $56,250 in completing the work on the river at 
Memphis; also $18,750 for work on the river at Hickman, and $18,750 for work 
on the river at Columbus, Ky. 

For examinations and surveys at South Pass of the Mississippi River, pursuant 
to the act of March 3, 1875, $10,000. 

For survey of the Mississippi River from the head of the passes to its head- 
waters: Continuing survey, $30,000. 

For gauging the waters of the Lower Mississippi River and its tributaries, as 
provided for in joint resolution of the 2lst of February, 1871,$5,000. , 

For continuing the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the 
Mississippi River, $56,250. 

For gauging the waters in the Columbia River, $1,000. 

Sec. 2. That in places where harbor-lines have not been established, and where 
deposits of débris of mines or stamp works can be made without injury to navi- 
gation, within lines to be established by the Secretary of War, said officer may, 
and is hereby authorized to, cause such lines to be established ; and within such 
linessuch deposits may be made, under regulations to be from time to time pre- 
scribed by him. 

Sec. 3. Itshall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, suffer, 
or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from or out of any 
ship, vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, or 
mills of any kind whatever, any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, slack, rub- 
bish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, slag. or cinders, or other refuse or mill- 
waste of any kind, into New York Harbor: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall extend, or be construed to extend, to the casting out, unlading, or 
throwing outof any ship or vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, any stones, 
rocks, brick, lime, or other materials used, or to be used, in or toward the build- 
ing, repairing, or keeping in repair any quay, pier, wharf, weir, bridge, building, 
or other work lawfully erected or to be erected on the banks or sides of said 
harbor, or to the casting out, unlading, or depositing of any material excavated 
for the improvement of navigable waters, into such places and in such manner 
as may be deemed by the United States officer supervising the improvement of 
said harbor most judicious and practicable and for the best interests of such 
improvement. 

Sec. 4. The Secretary of Warshall prescribe such rules and regulations as may 
be necessary to secure a judicious and economical expenditure of the money 
herein appropriated, and shall cause to be made and submitted to Congress an- 
nual reports, together with maps and pians, including the report of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission, on or before December 1, giving detailed statements 
of the work done, contracts made, the expenditures thereunder or otherwise, 
and balances of money on hand up to November 1, and the effect of such work, 
together with such recommendations as he may deem proper. He shall, at the 
same time, report to Congress ail cases in which piers, break waters, locks, and 
dams, or other structures or works built or made by the United States in aid of 
commerce or navigation are used, occupied, or injured by a corporation or an 
individual, and the extent and mode of such use, occupation. or injury. He 
shall report, at the same time, whether any bridges, causeways, or structures 
now erected or in process of erection do or will interefere with free and safe 
navigation. 

Sec. 5. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the money hereiz 
appropriated for improvements, other than surveys and estimates, in carryirz 
on the various works, by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and 
advantageous to the Government. Where said works are done by contract, 
such contract shall be made after sufficient public advertisement for proposals, 
in such manner and form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and such 
contracts shall be made with the lowest responsible bidders, accompanied by 
such securities as the Secretary of War shall require, conditioned for the faith- 
ful prosecution and completion of the work according to such contract, and for 
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the prompt payment of all liabilities incurred in the prosecution thereof for 
1d materials 
;, The Seeretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to cause ex- 
ons or surveys, or both, to be made, and the cost of improvements to be 
ited, at the following localities, to wit: 


States of— 


Arkansas: 
Re-examination of Little River. 
The lakes connecting with Red River, between Shreveport, La., and Fulton, 
eo 
Re-examination of Ouachita above Camden, Ark. 
Saline River. 
Cache River. 
California: - 
San Pedro Bay near the entrance to Wilmington Harbor, with a view to estab- 
lishing an outer harbor for the protection of deep-draught vessels. 
Mouth of Smith's River. 
Crescent City Harbor, with a view to a sea-wall from Battery Point to Flat 
Rock. 
Connecticut: 
Five-Mile River Harbor. 
Resurvey of Dack Isiand Harbor, on Long Island Sound, including plans, 
specifications, and estimate of cost for making the same a harbor of refuge, 
Dakota Territory: 
James River. 


Delaware: 

Duck Creek. 

Florida: 

Punta Rassa Harbor. 
aw of Tampa Bay, including Hillsborough River up to the city of 

ampa. 

Resurvey of outer and inner bars at Pensacola. 

Charlotte Harbor, including San Carlos Bay. 

Clear Water Harbor, including Anclote and Saint Joseph’s Bays and the Nar- 
rows into Boga Ciega Bay. 

Wakulla River from its mouth to Wakulla Springs. 

Survey of the channel from Haul-over, on Indian River, to Gilbert’s Bar. 

Saint Augustine, for a deep sea-channel on the outer bar. 

Georgia: 

Savannah River from cross-tides above Savannah to the bar, with a view to 
obtaining 28 feet of water in the channel. 

Flint River from Montezuma to Old Agency, 

From Doboy Island to Doboy Bar. 

Jeky! Creek. 

Illinois: 

Farm Creek, with a view to changing its course, 

Kaskaskia River from New Athens to mouth. 

Bars in Hamburg Bay. 

Calumet River from the forks of the river near its entrance into Lake Calu- 
met to Riverdale; also Calumet River from Riverdale to Blue Island. 

Mississippi River at Rush Island Bend and Ivy Landing, with a view to con- 
Oning ond denpening: the channel. 

Indiana: 

For a survey of the Ohio River near the city of Evansville, Ind., with a view 
to determine what, if anything, will be necessary to prevent a change of the 
channel of the river in front of that city. 

Kentucky: 

Pond River. 

The Secretary of War is directed to report to the next session of Congress 
whether or not the Government dry-d at Louisville and Portland Canal is 


adequate for the purposes of commerce, and what alterations, if any, are neces- 
pary, and the cost of making the same. 


Licking River from Farmer’s to West Liberty. 

Salt River. 

For ice-harbor at Paducah, Ky. 

The bar at the mouth of Limestone Creek, in the harbor of Maysville. 

Louisiana: 

Little River. 

Bayou Rouge. 

Dugdemona River. 

out of Bayes Fageeninn, — a soy to » nants with the Missis- 
sippi River by locks; also Bayou Plaquemine an connecting streams, to 
form the best route to Grand Lake. 

Bogue Falia from present landing to Covington. 

Calcasieu Pass, the two bars obstructing the navigation thereof. 

Mouth of Caleasieu River, the bar obstructing its mouth. 

Bayou Terrebonne from Houma to Thibodeaux. 

Bayou Teche from Saint Martinsville to Fort Barre, 

Mouth of Bayou La Fourche, with a view to the construction of a lock and 
dam; Clear e, Black Bayou, Red Bayou, Black Lake, and Kelly Bayou, to 
reopen navigable communication between those streams and Red River; Bayou 
La Fourche, to secure navigation at low water. 

Cornay River. 

Ouchita River from Camden to mouth, with a slack-water navigation. 

Bayou Vermillion, to secure navigation from Abbeville to the railroad bridge 
of the Louisiana and Texas Railroad. 

Bayou Rondeway. 

Cypress Bayou, 

Bayou Vidal. 

Maine: 

Bayoduce River between the towns of Penobscot and Brooksville. 

Big Rapids of Saint John’s River. 

Camden Harbor. 

Rockport Harbor. 

Kennebec River at Bath, and from en to lower end of Perkin’s Island. 

Saint George's River from Warren to Thomaston, 

Matinicus Ishe, with a view to a harbor of refuge. 

Penobscot River from Bangor to Narrows, 

Saint Croix River from Ferry Point bri 

Bar Harbor, Me., with the view to establishing a breakwater and 
the waters of said harbor,and especially the channel between Rodick's island 
and Mount Desert Island, 

Maryland: 

Cambridge Harbor. 

—- Creek. 
ixent River from Benedict to Hill’s 

For widening the channel of Baltimore Vacate 600 feet, 
Maassachusett: : 

Manchester Harbor, 

Duxbury Harbor, 


Wellfleet Harbor. 

Falmouth Harbor of Refuge. 

Vineyard Haven Harbor. 

Cottage City Harbor. 

Menemsha Harbor of Refuge. 

Taunton River. 

Winthrop Harbor. 

New ford Harbor. 

Michigan: . 

Bar in Saint Clair River opposite Saint Olair Cit}; 

Grand River. 

North River between Essex and North bridges. 

Biddle’s Point at Mackinac Harbor, with a view to a breakwater, 

Harbor at Forestville, Lake Huron. 

Pigeon River. 

Mouth of Black River, Saint Clair County. 

Carp River at Leland, with a view to affording an entrance to Carp Lake for 
harbor of refuge. 2 ge 

Lake Michigan at Empire, with a view to cutting a channel a 
from Lake Michigan to Bar Lake. e 

Grand Traverse Bay, with a view to connecting it with Torch Lake, near 
Eastport. F 

Pine River. , 

Rou iver at its junction with Detroit River, and up the river to bri 
Saint Louis and Wabash Railroad. : 

Torch Lake Channel, Lake Superior. 


Minnesota: 

Red River of the North from Moorhead to Fergus Falls. 

Red Lake River from Grand Forks to Red Lake. 

Mississippi River between Saint Paul and Saint Anthony’s Falls, 

Minnesota River, with a view to its improvement by locks and dams, 

Mississippi: 

Tombigbee River, to ascertain what improvement is necessary to make saiq 
river continuously navigable from Vienna, Ala.,to Walker's Bridge, Missis. 
sippi. 

Cassity Bayou. i 

Noxubee River, to ascertain whether it can be made continuously navyiga) 
by a system of locks and dams, or otherwise. 

Bear Creek. 


cross the bar 


Missouri : 
Resurvey of the Osage River from its mouth to Osceola, with a view to mov- 
able locks and dams, or other methods of improvement. 
Little River from Hornersville to itsjunction with the Saint Francis River, 
Saint Francis River from Greenville to the Arkansas State line. 
New Hampshire: 
Bellamy River. 


a eemiane 

gator River. 

Lockwood's Folly River. 

Lumber River. 

Yadkin River from South Carolina line to the Narrows. 
Catawba River. 


New Jersey: 

Thoroughfare running back of the ocean from Cape May to the Great Bay 
north of Atlantic City. 

Channel back of Brigantine Beach, between Absecon and Brigantine Inlets 

New York: 

Channel between Jamaica Bay and Rockaway Inlet. 

The East River, with a view to the removal of a ledge of rocks situated be- 
tween five and six hundred feet from the foot of Tenth and Eleventh streeis in 
the city of New York. 

— Creek. 

= oh Patchouge Ri 

mou ver. 

Hudson River between New Baltimore and Coxsackie. 
Peter’s Neck Bay. , : 
wanda Harbor and Niagara River between Black Rock and Tonawanda, 
with a view to a 16-foot channel, 
Glen Cove Harbor. 


Oregon : 
Wood River. 
Link River. 
Suislaw River and Bar. 
ar River between Coquille City and Myrtle Point. 
N iem Bay and Bar. 
Tillamook Bay and Bar. 
Umpqua River. 
Ohio: . 
Sandusky Harbor, with a view to a ight channel from the north « 
Cédar Point to the eastend of the existing nel in front of the city 
Big Hockhocking River from its mouth to Coolville. 
Chagrin River at its mouth. 


Pennsylvania: 
Creek. 


i of 


Rhode Island : , 
Little Narragansett Bay, entrance to the wharves at Watch Hill. 
South Carolina: | ‘ 
Mosquito Creek between the South Edisto and Ashepoo Rivers, wit! 8 view 
tn — Edisto with the Ashepoo at or near Fenwick + Island 


"s Creek. 
Alligator River and other waters connecting Santee River and Bulls Bay. 


‘Tennessee: 
North Fork of the Forked River below wabane. 

Obeils River from the point where Smee ve heretofore been made 
to the mouth of the West Fork. 


Texas: 
Cedar Bayou where it empties into Galveston Bay. 
Mattox Oreck. 
Nansemond River. 
Homnale Hivor from Olerkesville, V to Eaton Falls, North Carolina. 

a., nm i 

Hunter's Creek. 

West Virginia: 
Meadow River. 

River. 
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isconsin : 
noe Hudson, Lake Saint Croix. 
Examination ana report on the causes of the extraordinary overflows of the 
Chippewa River, and what means, if any, can be adopted to prevent their recur- 
“oso. 7. For examinations, surveys,and contingencies, and for accidental re- 
airs, for which there is no special appropriation, for rivers and harbors, $100,000 : 
Provided, That no survey shall be made of any harbors or rivers until the Chief 
of Engineers shall have directed a preliminary examination of the same by the 
local engineer in charge of the district, or an engineer detailed for the purpose ; 
and such local or detailed engineer shall report to said ¢ ‘hief of Engineers 
whether, in his opinion, said harbor or river is worthy of improvement, and 
shall state in such report fully and particularly the facts and reasons on which 
he bases such opinion, including the present and prospective demands of com- | 
merce; and it shall be the duty of the Chief of Engineers to direct the making 
of such survey if,in his opinion, the harbor or river proposed to be surveyed | 
worthy of improvement by the General Government; and he shall report to 
the Secretary of War the facts,and what public necessity or convenience may 
be subserved thereby, together with the full reports of the local engineer. Sa 
reports of preliminary examinations and surveys shall be made tothe House of 
Representatives, and are hereby ordered to be printed when so made. 








Sec, 8, That the Secretary of War shall report to Congress, at its next and | 


each succeeding session thereof, the nameand place of residence of each civilian | 


engineer employed in the work of improving rivers and harbors by meansand 
as the result of appropriations made in this and succeeding river and harbor 
appropriation bills, the time so employed, the compensation paid, and the 
piace at and work on which employed. 
And the Senate agree to the same, 
ALBERT 8. WILLIS, 
JOHN M. GLOVER, 
H. H. MARKHAM, 
Managerson the part of the House. 


8. J. R. McMILLAN, 

0. D. CONGER, 

M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNEs] 
raises the question of consideration against this report. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask whether the statement of the House conferees 
which accompanies the report ought not to be read now. 





The SPEAKER. Not necessarily, as it is rather in the nature of | 


debate, and will come up appropriately when the matter is before the 
House for consideration. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to have it read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. L.desire to reserve all points of order on this re 

rt. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will read the 
statement of the House conferees, as it is not long. The Chair under- 
stands that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] reserves all 
questions of order. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7430) 
known as “the river and harbor bill,”’ submit the following statement: 

The Senate struck out all after the enacting clause in the House bill and in- 
serted a bill of their own, taking the House billas thebasistherefor. Their ac- 
tion was treated as one amendment. 

_ The House receded from its disagreement to this amendment and concurred 

in the same with an amendment, to which the Senate agreed. 

The Senate amendmentcontained all the items of the House bill except three, 

the Hiawassa River, the South Forked Deer, and the South Fork of the Cum- 
berland, amounting in the aggregate to $12,500, or, subjected to the 25 per cent. 
reduction, to $9,375. 
‘ The Senate increased forty-five House items, amounting in the aggregate to 
$1,964,800, or, subjected to the 25 per cent. reduction, to $1,473,600. The eight 
principal items are New York Harbor, mouth of Columbia River, Cape Fear 
River, the Cascades, Baltimore Harbor, Norfolk Harbor, Savannah Harbor, and 
Great Kanawha River. These eight items comprise in amount four-fifths of the 
whole increase. 

The Senate inserted twenty-six new items, amounting to $1,707,275, or, when 
reduced 25 per cent., to $1,280,456. The five principal new items were Sandy 
Bay, Potomac River and Flats, Sturgeon Bay Canali, Portage Lake Canal, and 
Hennepin Canal. These five items aggregate $1,400,000, or five-sixths of the 
whole amount. 

After increasing these forty-five items which were in the House bill and in- 
serting the twenty-six new items the total of the bill was $18,685,775. ‘Thereupon 
a25 percent. reduction was made upon all the items, which brought the amount 
of the Senate bill to $14,013,393. 

The bill which the present conference committee herewith reports is based 
upon the Senate amendment. 

All items which were contained in the bill reported to the Senate by the Sen- 
ate committee, and which amounted to not more than $20,000 each, and which 
by the Senate amendment were reduced 25 per cent., are restored by the present 
is $00, — original amount. The aggregate amount of the items thus restored 
is b 

The Sandy Bay, New York Harbor, and Potomac River and Flats items are the 
same as in the Senate amendment, both as to amount and verbiage. 

No appropriation is made for the purchase of Sturgeon Bay Canal, but a board 
of three engineers is required to report to the next Congress as to the facts con- 
nected with its construction, cost, and the relation it bears to the commerce of 
the Northwest. 

_ Noappropriation is made for the purchase of Portage Lake Canal, but a sim- 
a bo with like duties asin the case of the Sturgeon Bay Canal is author- 


No appropriation is made for the Illinois and Michigan or Hennepin Canals, 

ta board of three engineers is authorized to consider their value to commerce 
end their usefulness to navigation, with a proviso that nothing in said clause 
shall be construed as committing the Government to the improvement thereof. 

The House appropriations for Saint Mary’s and Hog Lake channel and for Wil- 
mington, Cal., were restored. 


a -_ _ levee clause in the eo eet yey eae is stricken out, and the 
noun appropriation uced two hundred and fifty thousand, 
leaving the present amount at $2,000,000. 


The total amount of the present bil! is $14.473,900. 
ALBERT 8S. WILLIS, 
JOHN M. GLOVER, 
H. H. MARKHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


} 





Mr. WILLIS. I demand the previous question. 


a 
The SPEAKER. Th is no } vious question at this stage of pro- 
ceeding. The question of : ation is raised. If the House de- 
termines to consider the report, then the g \ 1 Kentucky hav- 
ing charge of it can 1 = t } ious question if he desires to do so. 
The gentleman from Illin Mr. SPRINGER] 1 ne point of 
order, which he will state. ; 
Mr. SPRINGER. Ide tor rve any points of order t ter the 
qu stion of consideration has been det ined. i 
to take up first the report on the d ier ‘ » bill. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chai ipposed the gentle : to make 
e | Some point of order which would be appropriate 
| on the report itself can n t be made until the House ha \ Lto 
| consider it, The gentleman from Missouri raises th 
| sideration against this 1 . The question is, | 
proceed to consider the 1 rt 3 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH [ understand that practically the present 
question is whether the river and harbor bill or t lefici y bill 
shall first be considered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has raised the ques 
tion of consideration, and stated his } ry eC. 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 97, noes 31 
Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that no quorum |} ed 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SPRINGER and M 
pointed. 
| The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 143, noes 21 
Mz. SPRINGER called for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the House determined to consider the report of the committee 
conference on the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lllinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] h 
a point of order pendi I he will st 

Mr. SPRINGER. This report on its face embraces an entirely 
bill, being in the form of a proposition to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the House bill and insert what has been read by the Clerk. 
Under the rule all matters relating to appropriations must have their 
first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. On the face of the paper all these propositions here pre- 








| sented are new, an entirely new bill having been inserted by the con- 


ference committee; but as an actual fact several of these propositions 
have not been considered at all by this House—one, particularly, ap- 
pointing a commission of, I believe, five engineers - 

A MEMBER. Three. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whose duty it shall be to investigate and report 


| to the next Congress upon the feasibility of certain public works, among 


them the various canals mentioned in the former bill; and $15,000 is 
appropriated to pay the expenses ofthatcommission. These items have 
never been considered by this House. Evenif it be contended that 
though upon the face of this proposition a new bill is presented the 
mass of matter embraced in it is not new, yet as a matter of fact there 
are, as I have just suggested, several entirely new propositions, which 
have never had consideration here in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In that connection allow me to call the attention 
of the Chair to the third clause of the twenty-third rule, which is in 
the following language: 

All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; all 
proceedings touching appropriations of money or bills making appropriations 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to be made, or author- 
izing payments out of appropriations already made, &c., * * * shall be first 
considered in a Commiitee of the Whole. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are three propositions embodied in this bill 
that are entirely destructive of three of the propositions to which they 
are claimed to be amendments. There were three propositions by 
which the Senate had determined to enter upon the prosecution of cer- 
tain publicworks. They wereactually determined upon. They were 
enumerated among the publi¢ improvementsto be adopted by the Gov- 
ernment under the appropriations made in this bill. ‘The purpose, the 
scope, and the result of this amendment as now reported from the com- 
mittee of conference is to entirely change that determination and pur- 
pose in regard to these works, and to remand them to the Secretary of 
War and to a commission who are at some future time to examine and 
report upon them, which report is to form the basis for future action on 
the part of Congress when it shall be submitted. It seems to me that 
there is such a radical and entire change, such a marked and manifest 
difference between the two propositions, that it can not be claimed the 
one now proposed by the committee of conference is a germane amend- 
ment to the original proposition. 

It is entirely new, in fact; new in allof its parts; newin its results, 
and in its first determination; and therefore it seems to me, as it has 
never been considered by the House, and as our rule is so broad and 
comprehensive, embracing as it does all propositions and including all 
proceedings looking to the appropriation of money, it certainly includes 
conference reports as well; and such being the case, if that report car- 
ries an appropriation it ought to be and must be considered in a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union when the point 
of order is made, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to state more explicitly the point I make. 
The first is as to the new matter embodied in this report, that itis not 
germane to this bill; and if germane it must, under the rules of the 
House, have its first consideration ina Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The House passed a bill to provide for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors and making an appropriation for that 
purpose. That bill was sent to the Senate where it was amended by 
striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting a different prop- 
osition in some respects, but a proposition having the same object in 
view. When that came back to the House it was treated, and properly 
sO, a8 one single amendment, and not as a series of amendments as was 
contended for by some gentlemen on the floor at the time. 

It wus non-concurred in by the House and aconference was appointed 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. That conference com- 
mittee having met, reports back the Senate amendment as a single 
amendment with various amendments, and recommends that it be con- 
curred in with the other amendments which the committee has incor- 
porated in its report. The question, therefore, is not whether the pro- 
visions to which the gentleman from Illinois alludes are germane to the 
original bill as it passed the House, but whether they are germane to 
the Senate amendment which the House had under consideration and 
which was referred tothe committeeof conference. If germane to that 
amendment the point of order can not be sustained on the ground 
claimed by the gentleman from Illinois. The Chair thinks they are 
germane to the Senate amendment, for though different from the pro- 
visions contained in the Senate amendment, they relate to the same 
subject; and, therefore, the Chair overrules the first point of order. 

The second point of order is submitted by the gentleman from Iowa 
that these proposed modifications must have their first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union under the rule 
of the House. The Chair is not aware of any case in the history of the 
House where a conference report has been sent to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and it could not well be done for 
the obvious reason that measures rent to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union are sent tiere for the purpose of being amended 
and debated under the five-minute rule. A conference report can not 
be amended, for it is one entire proposition which must be agreed to 
in its entirety or rejected by the House upon asingle vote. The Chair, 
therefore, overrules the point of order. 

The gentleman from Kentucky demands the previous question. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let me makea parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire, if it may be doneat some time 
during the consideration of the conference report, to move to concur, 
with an amendment striking out this provision in regard to the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River from the head of the passes to the 
mouth of the Ohio under the plans of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion. This has already been voted upon and disagreed to by the House. 
The inquiry I wish to make is, whether after the previous question has 
been ordered such a motion would be in order? 

The SPEAKER. As just stated by the Chair the report of the con- 
ference committee can not be amended at all, even if the previous ques- 
tion was not ordered; butif the House refuses to agree to the report of 
the conferees then the whole subject is open, and the gentleman can 
make a motion to concur with an amendment or to concur absolutely 
as he may see proper. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then the House can not reach this mat- 
ter as a separate and distinct subject unless the report is rejected ? 

The SPEAKER. No; for the House must agree or refuse to agree. 
If it agrees to the report, that ends the matter. 

The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 15. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. WILLIS were appointed tellers. 

PR House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 145, noes 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. And 
ao that motion I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 

till Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the latter motion. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the ‘‘ noes’’ seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 128. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman fro-a 
— ‘pe SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 

ILLIs. 

Mr. GLOVER. I desire to make a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state a “rte 


Mr. GLOVER. Does it require a quorum to vote on a question of 
adjournment ? 
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The SPEAKER. It requires a quorum to fix the day to which the 
House shall adjourn, A quorum is not required on a motion to ad. 
journ. 

Mr. BURROWS. While we are waiting for a quorum would it 
in order to ask unanimous consent to consider a little bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The House can not act on 
two motions at the same time. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 4, noes 1g 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle. 
men from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Pending that I move that when the House , 
journs it be till 12 o’clock on Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is a change of the rules of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move then that when the House adjourns jt pe 
to meet on Friday. 

The question being taken on Mr. HEPBURN’S motion, the Spe 
stated that the ‘‘noes ’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 90. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Illinois = SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr, 
O’ NEILL}. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The motion was made by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The SPEAKER. But it was the gentleman from Illinois [Mr 
SPRINGER] who made the point of no quorum. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 4, noes 160 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, re- 
quested the return of the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations fo 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof. 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 160) to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Ofiice to 
cause 15,000 copies of the map of the United States and Territories to 
be printed. 


ha 
ve 


1- 


AY 
oh 
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FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection an order will be maie for 
the return of the fortifications appropriation bill to the Senate, iu com- 
pliance with the request of that body. 

There was no objection. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I move that the House take a recess til! 4 o'clock 
this afternoon. 

Thequestion being taken, the Speaker stated that the ‘‘ noes’ seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 81. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] and the gentleman from Illinois (Mr 
SPRINGER]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 4, noes 19° 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that the House do now adjourn. 

The question having been taken on a division by sound, 

The SPEAKER said: The “ noes’’ seem to have it. ‘The “noes 
have it, and the House refuses to adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I call for a division. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman’s call for a civis- 
ion comes to late. The Chair had not only announced the vote, but 
the result of the vote. That is to say, that the House had refused to 
adjourn. The question is upon agreeing to the report of the commit 
tee of conference, upon which the previous question has been or‘ere'. 
Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen mun’ 
in support and fifteen minutes in opposition. The Chair will recs 
nize the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] to control the ume 
in favor of the report and the gentleman from Illinois { Mr. SrkiS0"*: 
to control the time in opposition. te tee 

Mr. WILLIS. I will reserve my time for the present. [Cres 
“Vote!’? Vote!’’] ies 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have endeavored to defeat the passage 0! 
bill for the reason that I think one of the most important of all the!™ 
proveménts that have been suggested to this House has been omit! 
The State of Illinois to Congress to canate to the United States 
what is known as the Illinois and Michigan Canal, a canal connecting 
the waters of Lake Michigan with those of the Iliinois River. ra. 
canal was built out of the proceeds of lands donated to the State 0! > 
nois for canal purposes. The State received that donation, sold the 
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Jands, and applied the proceeds to the construction of this canal, and 
has maintained it charging only sufficient tolls, as nearly as could be 
estimated, to pay for the expenses of keeping it in repair. 

That canal has not been an expense to the State. The receipts for 
it have more than paid for repairs and keeping it in operation. In 
view of the fact, however, that this canal connects the waters of Lake 
Michigan with the waters of the Gulf of Mexico, it is regarded by that 
State as a great highway between the greatest city in the Northwest 
and the Gulf of Mexico, one that the Government of the United States 
ought to own, one that is essentially a channel for interstate com- 
mThe State has, by a vote of the people, proposed to cede this great 
work to the United States. This Congress, if this bill should pass, will 
deliberately refuse to accept it. If the State of Illinois should convey 
that work to a private corporation it would sel. for millions of dollars, 
but the State does not propose todo so. It proposes that the canal 
shall be taken by the Government of the United States and maintained 
forever as a free channel for commercial purposes between the great lakes 
of the North, the Illinois and Mississippi Rivers, and the Gulf of Mexico. 
No more important public work could be suggested. Gentlemen have 
called this a local improvement. Sir, it isas national as the Mississippi 
River itself. If our country should at any time be engaged in war with 
Great Britain there would be no more important channel of communi- 
cation than that which would connect the waters of Lake Michigan with 
the Mississippi River; and yet, utterly disregarding the national im- 
portance of this great work, gentlemen have here stigmatized it as a 
local improvement, merely for the benefit of the State of Illinois. 

That proposition stands independent of and disconnected with the 
proposition to construct the Hennepin Canal, but if the two be united 
they will form a line of water communication between the Upper Mis- 
sissippi and Lake Michigan practically extending the navigation of 
Lake Michigan from the city of Chicago to the city of Saint Paul. The 
whole Northwest, therefore, is interested in this improvement, and it 
is of more importance to the people of this country in the future than 
any other fifty propositions that are now embraced in the river and 
harbor bill. Gentlemen have insisted upon striking out this great work 
from the bill, and when the subject was before us a few days ago those 
who are now so anxious to pass this bill were willing to hazard the fate 
of the whole measure in order to defeat these two propositions. 

Mr. DUNN. Not all of them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not all of them; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
Some gentlemen were not willing to take so great a risk. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to be evident that the House is determined 
to pass the bill in its present shape. I had hoped that the proposition of 
which I have spoken would receive fair consideration, and that the House 
would treat these great national improvements in a manner worthy of 
the United States and worthy of the representatives of the people; but 
they have seen fit to disregard the appeals of the farmers of the great 
Northwest and of the business men of that region, the great grain-pro- 
ducing region of this country. This bill contains many provisions that 
ought not to pass; but I do not claim that every item in a bill of this 
kind should meet the approbation of every member. I do claim, how- 
ever, that if you are going to embrace the great public works of the 
country in one bill, you should not give us the play of Hamlet with 
Hamlet left out, retaining the characters which are comparatively un- 
important and insignificant. 

That is what you are doing in this case. You have stricken from 
this bill one of the test and most important of the public improve- 
ments of the country, and filled the bill up with creeks and canals, 
bayous and little lakes. But, Mr. Speaker, I recognize the necessity 
for some ot the works that are proposed to be constructed; I recognize 
the necessity for some bill of this character to pass at this session in 
order to preserve existing works; and therefore, in order that those 
worthy objects may not be interfered with by any act of mine, I shall 
now withdraw further opposition to the bill and leave the gentlemen 
who favor it to pass it and take the responsibility of their action be- 
fore the people. 

I reserve the balance of my time, and yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Browne]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 
_Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I donot put my opposi- 
tion to concurring in this report upon the grounds stated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. I think that if the committee had consented to 
incorporate his measure it would have made the bill infinitely worse 
than it is. As I presume gentlemen generally know, I am opposed to 
the river and harbor bill, first, because the whole principle pervading 
it has a tendency to promote on the part of the Government what is 
known as the paternal idea. Congressional legislation is tending very 
Tapidly in that direction. The people, or rather a section of the peo 
ple, when they desire anything to be done that is in their interest and 
the expense of which they ought to pay, appeal to Congress to do it at 
the expense of the people of the whole country, compelling the many 
to contribute for the benefit of the few. It may be true that some of 

canals in the Northwest are of importance te that section of the 
country, but unless they are strictly national in their character and ad- 
Vantageous to the whole people we have no right to ask the people as 
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a whole to contribute to their construction. However, as I do not de- 
sire to protract this discussion or to delay action upon this bill, I will 
say that my special objection to the measure as it now stands is to the 
provision in regard to the improvement of the Mississippi River from 
the head of the passes to the mouth of the Ohio. When that question 
was pending in the House an important amendment was made by a 
very decisive vote, aud I now desire that we non-concur in the report 
of the committee of conference in order that we may provide that the 
whole amount of the appropriation shall be given to the improvement 
of the river between the points named, and that the method of its ex- 
penditure shall be committed to the Secretary of War; that is, that he 
shall be permitted to expend so much as is here appropriated according 
to his discretion. 

I desire also that there shall be preserved in the clause the first pro- 
viso that ‘‘no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair 
or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands, or preventing injury 
to lands or private property by overflow.’’ I would also further pro- 
vide that so much of the sum as might in the opinion of the Secretary 
of the War be necessary should be applied by him in procuring snag- 
boats and dredge-boats and «xpended in keeping the channel of the Mis- 
sissippi River open. It is the opinion of the most experienced of those 
who have been engaged in the navigation of the Mississippi River that 
the only hope of improving it is by keeping in employment the means 
of removing the bars and snags and other obstructions which may be 
found in its channel. There is not an experienced riverman—I speak 
now of the masters and engineers and pilots of vessels—there is not one 
of these with whom I am acquainted—and I have received many com- 
munications from gentlemen of this class—who has any faith in the 
system which has been adopted by what is known as the Mississippi 
River Commission. The only hope of this class of men is that the nav- 
igation of this river will be improved by a constant and vigilant sys- 
tem of dredging, with the addition of snag-boats and the erection of 
lights and signals upon the shore. 

I think our experience has demonstrated that the lower end of the 
Mississippi River is too large to be improved, the volume of water is too 
great to be kept within limits by mere embankments or revetments, 
It can not be done. If we should attempt the necessary expenditure 
for that purpose it wou!d be beyond the limits of the Treasury of the 
United States. AsI have had occasion to say before, these improve- 
ments are asked not because there is too little water in the lower end 
of the Mississippi River, but because there are times when there is too 
much—not for navigation, but for the interests and the property of 
those who happen to own lands upon either shore. What we need, 
speaking merely in regard to the improvement of navigation, is to keep 
constantly at work the dredge-boats and the snag-boats in removing 
the sand-bars and other obstructions. In this way we can make the 
Mississippi River navigable at all times in the year. 

As a matter of course, there is no interruption of navigation when the 
waters of the stream become so high as to inundate the country upon 
either shore; yet if it were not for these inundations there would be no 
demand for these extraordinary appropriations for the improvement of 
that river. I believe gentlemen know this to be the fact. These large 
appropriations are demanded for the purpose of getting clear of the sur- 
plus water in some way and protecting the adjacent country against an 
extraordinary rise of the river—not for the purpose of making the chan- 
nel navigable for the steamers that may ply upon it, not for the purpose 
of opening the river for commerce, not to make it possible for boats to 
go up and down it, but for the purpose of rescuing the inundated lands, 
and for nothing else. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana 
(Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I take advantage of the opportu- 
nity afforded me to express my gratification at the success which has 
attended the further efforts of the managers on the part of the House 
in their conference with the Senate. I am all the more gratified be- 
cause that success has been to me an agreeable surprise. Idid not be- 
lieve it possible. The bill presented here is one which I think will 
commend itself to the sober judgment of the great body of American 
people. It is one which is needed to complete a number of valuable 
works of the Government and to prosecute a number of others already 
begun. If passed, it will save to the Government not less, in my opia- 
ion, than $5,000,000, for that would be the loss which, if no river and 
harbor bill should pass, would result to the Government in the way of 
destruction of works in an incomplete state and the deterioration of the 
large and valuable plant now owned by the Government and used in 
prosecution of those works. I therefore hope, Mr. Speaker, that this 
bill will not be delayed by further factious opposition, but will speedily 
pass the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy just three minutes, 
and then I shall ask for a vote. I appreciate the kindly sentiments of 
my former colleague on the conference committee [Mr. BLANCHARD], 
and desire to say that at no time did I or any one acting with me have 
any criticism to make upon what we beiieved to be the judgment he 
had at that time as to his duties. We have all been laboring with the 

best ability we could command to bring about a reconciliation as to the 
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points of difference on this bill. It is a measure on which, as we all 
know, a reconciliation of differences is very difficult. Touching those 
matters which were put on this bill in the Senate, we came back and 
fairly presented them to the judgment of this House; and I hold it is 
republican doctrine, I hold it is democratic doctrine, that the will of 
the majority shall rule in all matters of legislation. I congratulate 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SpRinGER] that at last he has seen 
fit to bow to that supreme will. 

This bill (touching upon it but for a moment) appropriates $14,473,- 
900. This is two and one-half million dollars less than the amount 
embraced in the last bill which we passed, which was accepted by the 
country everywhere as a proper and just bill. Yet we know that the 
demands of commerce are greater to-day than they were two years ago. 
This bill covers appropriations for two years; hence, the appropriation 
in it is equivalent to an annual expenditure of only $7,000,000. 

In regard to the action of the House, I desire to say that the bill 
came from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors with its unanimous 
approval and with no vote which had been given upon sectional or 
locai issues. It came into the Committee of the Whole of this House 
and was ratified without a single amendment; it came into the House 
and was voted upon without an amendment. It went to the Senate; 
and there every item of the House bill was retained except three; and 
these three were amended only to the extent of $9,000. So far, there- 
fore, as the action of the House is concerned, it has been thoroughly in- 
dorsed by four consecutive votes in four different stages of proceedings. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, recognizing the fact that other important bills 
are pressing and time is precious I respectfully ask for a vote. 

Mr. HEWITT. Before my friend the chairman of the committee 
takes his seat I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT. I understand in the statement submitted it is stated 
the language of the amendment in regard to New York harbor remains 
unchanged. Is not thatan oversight? 

Mr. WILLIS. It is; the word ‘‘continuing”’’ is stricken out. The 
objection of the gentleman from New York was to the existing plan of 
improvement. He desired to leave it to the engineers, and according 
to his request and carrying out his wishes the committee struck out 
the word “‘ continuing ’’ and left the appropriation to be determined by 
the will of the board of engineers. 

Mr. HEWITT. That reply answers most of the criticisms and mis- 
representations made in regard to my position on this question. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I demand the yeas and nays on the adop- 
tion of the report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflfirmative—yeas 
121, nays 98, not voting 103; as follows: 


YEAS—121, 


Baker, Findlay, Lindsley, 
Ballentine, Fisher, Lore, 
Barnes, Fleeger, Markham, 
jarry, Foran, Maybury, 
Bayne, Forney, McKenna, 
Benn, Gay, . MeMillin, 
Bianebe rd, Geddes, McRae, 
Bland, Gibson, C. H. Mitchell, 
Boyle, Gilfillan, Moffatt, 
Brady, Glass, Morgan, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Glover, Morrow, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Goff, Neal, 
Caldwell, Green, W. J. Negley, 
Carleton, Guenther, Nelson, 
Catchings, Heard, Norwood, 
Clements, Hemphill, Oates, 
Compton, Henderson, J. 8. O’ Hara, 
Crain, Herbert, O’ Neill, Charles 
Crisp, Hermann, O'Neill, J. J. 
Culberson, Hill, Payne, 
Daniel, Hopkins, Pe 
Dargan, Hudd, 
Davidson, A. C. Hutton, 
Davis, Irion, 
Dibble Jackson, 
Dougherty, Jones, J. H. 
Dunn, Jones, J, T. 
Eldredge, King, 
Elisberry, Kleiner, 
Farquhar, Lanham, 
Felton, Libbey, 


> 
’ 


Pettibone, 


Adams, J.J. Cannon, 
Allen, J. M. Cobb, 
Atkinson, Collins, 
Belmont, Conger, 
Bliss, Cooper, 
Bound, Cowles, 
Browne, T. M, 
Brown, W. W. 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 

Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbeii, J. E. 
Oamovbell, J. M. 
Campbell, T.J. 


Dockery, 
Dowdney, 


Parker, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Pidcock, 
Plumb, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Rice, 


Adams, G, E. 
Aiken, 
Alien, C. H. 


Anderson, C. M. 


Anderson, J. A. 
Arnot, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Binghain, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 


Bragg, 
Brown, C. E. 
Brumm, 
Burleigh, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Cabell, 
Candler, 
Caswell, 
Clardy, 
Comstock, 
Cox, 
Croxtor, 
Curtin, 


Richardson, 
Rock well, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 


Sy 
Thomas, 0. B. 
Townshend, 


Tucker, 
Wait, 


Ward, J. H. 


NOT VOTING—18. 


Cutcheon, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, R. H. M. 
Dawson, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 
Ermentrout, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, Eustace 
Green, R. 8. 
Grosvenor, 
Hale, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Harris, 
Hayden, 
Haynes, 
Henley, 

Hires, 
Holmes, 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Johnson, F. A. 
Laird, 

Landes, 


So the report was adopted. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


be dispensed with. 


Mr. WEST. 


I object. 


Le Fevre, 
Long, 
Louttit, 
Lyman, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McCreary, 
MeKinley, 
Millard, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Morrill, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Peel, 
Peiers, 
Phelps, 


I move that the reading of the nan 


The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. BURLEIGH; if present, Mr. 


Ward, T. B. 
Weaver, A J 
Weaver, J. B 
West, 
Whiting 
Woodbur 


Sawyer, 
Scott, 
Singlet 
Sprigg 
Stahine 

Steel« 

Stewart. . 

Stone, W. J. Ky 
Stone, W. J., Mo, 


Sto 


, rE.B 
Aayilor, 1, I 
r,J.N 


i. 
iaylor.! I 
Thomas, J. RP 
Throckmorto: 
T liimat 
Turner 

Van Scha 
Viele, 

Wade, 
Wadsworth. 
Wellborn 
White, Milo 
Winans 
Worthing 


iss 


GREEN, of New Jersey, would vote ‘‘ no” and Mr. BuRLEIGH would 


vote “‘ay.”’ 


Mr. Croxton with Mr. Hayven; if present, Mr. Ckoxtox would 
vote ‘‘ay’’ and Mr. HAYDEN would vote “‘no.”’ 


Until further notice: 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. Lona. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


Mr. Stowe, of Missouri, with Mr. SAWYER. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. MILLARD. 
Mr. CABELL with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. OWEN. 
Mr. Jonzs, of Alabama, with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MorRILL. 
Mr. Grsson, of West Virginia, with Mr. Morrow. 


Mr. MARTIN with Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. PEEL with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 


Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. DAwWsoN with Mr. RANNEY. 


Mr. ARNnoT with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. 


u 


Mr. Davyipson, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. HALE with Mr. Hovuxk. 
Mr. SADLER with Mr. Van ScHAICK. 


Mr. TockER with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont. 


Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 
Mr. Braee with Mr. CASWELL. 
Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. O’ DoNNELL. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 


Mr. Regse with Mr. Apams, of Illinois. 


Mr. Storm with Mr. DuNHAM. 


Mr. Rogers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
Mr. RoBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 
Mr. WINANS with Mr. CuTcHEON. 
Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PHELPs. 
Mr. Jonn M. TAYLOR with Mr. Ike H. TAYLor. 
Mr. CANDLER with Mr. HAYNEs. 


Mr. TURNER with Mr. DorsEy. 


Mr. HENLEY with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. Comstock with Mr. Burrows. 
Mr. MILs with Mr. McKIn.ey. 
Mr. McCreary with Mr. Dinciey. 


Mr. HARRIS with Mr. HoLmgs. 
Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. Wurre, of Minnesota. 


Mr. Matson with Mr. BourEeLLE. 


For this day: 


Mr. Prxpar with Mr. WADE. 


Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. Jounson, of New York. 
Mr. Stone, of Kentucky, with Mr. Brum™. bill 
Mr. Reep, of Maine, with Mr. GrosvENOR on river and harbor bill, 


and until the close of the session. 


Mr. AnpErson, of Ohio, with Mr. Lair, on this vote. 
Mr. BiIncHAM with Mr. LYMAN, on river and harbor bill. 
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Mr, CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. CABELL 
on political qnestions, but not regarding this as a political question, I 
ye voted. ; 7 
= JONES, of Alabama. I am paired with Mr. Brown, of Ohio, | 
on all political questions, but not regarding this as a political question, | 
I have voted. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
“YESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

4 message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympsow, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the adoption of the conference report on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for 
the fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, for the fiseal yearending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, 
and had appointed Mr. Dawes, Mr. PLumsB, and Mr. GoRMAN as 
managers of said conference on its part. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 201) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Annapolis, Md. ; s , 

A bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily J. Stannard; 

A bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions 
of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the service; 

A bill (H. R. 822) for the relief of William H. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment; 

A bill (H. R. 8585) to provide for the inspection of tobacco, cigars, 
and snuff, and to repeal section 3151 of the Revised Statutes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 87) providing for the printing and distribu- 
tion of documents of the monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for printing report of Commissioner 
of Agriculture. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. I present a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4,7, 17,18, 22, 23, 24, 28, 
96, 43, 44, 53, 58, 59, 63, 64, 65, 66, 70, 71, 85, 100, 107, 112, 114, 115, 116, 119, and 120. $ 

That the House recode from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 3, 5, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 21, 25, 26, 27, 31, 33, 34, 35, 49, 50, 51, 52, 54, 
55, 56, 57, 60, 61, 69, 92, 93, 99, 109, 111, and 113. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in the amended paragraph 
insert “ $200,000; "” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of the matter pro to be inserted in- 
sert the following: “And the sum of $25,000 additional is hereby appropriated 
for said purpose; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the 
following: “The board of engineers for fortifications and for river and harbor 
improvements whether any changes are demanded for reasons of safety or econ- 
omy in the method of lining said tunnel heretofore adopted and pursued, and 
whether an are required in the method of lining and perfecting the 
reservoir: That said board shall make full report thereon, and pend- 
ing such examination the work shall proceed upon such parts thereof as the 

of War shall direct ;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amen numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the eats to be inserted, insert the 
following: ‘‘ For completing coaling-shed naval storehouse at Port Royal 
Harbor, South Carolina, $4,000; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter p to be inserted by said 
amendment, insert the following: ‘*The Postmaster-General is hereby directed 
toexamine the claim of the United States and Brazil Mail Steamship Company 
for carrying the United States mails during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1886, 
and to report to Congress at its next setsion the amount of service so rendered, 
and what sums in justice and equity he believed should be paid to said company 
for said service; ’’ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its disagreement to tlie 
amendment of the Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amend- 
antes Siiows: Stethe out the amended ; and the Senate agree to 

same, 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out, after the name “ William M. Olin,” the word “as,”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “The difference between the amount 
of compensation received by him as an employé of the Government and the 
salary of;” and the agree tothe same. 

,, am numbered 102, 103, 104, 105, and 106: That the House recede from 
ite d to the amendments of the Senate numbered 102, 103, 104, 105, 
and 106,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the 
amended ; and the Senate agree to the same. 
a numbered 03: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, 
A aioe That the 
a 110: the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110,and agrees to the same with an 
te ndment as : Restore the matter stricken out, and in lieu of the mat- 
Proposed to be inserted insert the following: “And the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby directed to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
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ury to re-examine said excepted clain 


and to cause the said accounting officers 
to re-examine the same and 


to certify anew the sums due and to whom due, 














respectively by name, as non-resident aliens entitled to refunding of taxes col 
lected prior to July 1, 1833;”’ and the Senate agr to the same 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Sena pur 111 i agree to the sa with an 
amendment as follows: Restore t tter str en oat, and in lieu of the mat- 
ter proposed to be inserted insert following: “*‘ And ti se tary of the 
Treasury is hereby directed to cause the pre recou ¢ officers of the Treas- 
ury to re-examine said excepted ¢ 1 to cause the said a inting offi- 
cers to re-examine the same and to cert 1 t ims d 1 to whom 
due, respect vely by name, as non-resident : ns entitled i yi taxes 





collected prior to July 1, 188 and the Senate a 
Amendment numbered 118: That the House re 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the 





matter stricken out ar 





inserted insert the following: ** Ex t the claims numbered 4 i5,a 
enumerated therein, $48,655.8)."" And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
| directed to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to re-exam 
said excepted claims and also claim numbered 1212, as certified in said executive 
document, page 22, and if said claims or either of them shail | ain certitied 






to Congress the reasons in full for said certification shall be submitted to Con- 
grees with a detailed statement of the facts upon which said claims originated ;*’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 1, page 4. of said amendment, before the word 
“ compensation,” insert “Section 8 and the Senate agree to the same 

JAS. N. BURNES, 

BEN. LE FEVRE, 

LOUIS E. M MAS 
tnagers on the part of the H se, 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


I now ask for the reading of the statement accom- 





Mr. BURNES. 
panying the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 
9726, making appropriations to supply deficiencies for the fiscal year 1886, and 
prior years, submit the following written statement in explanation of the effect 
of the action agreed upon on each of the amendments as submitted in the ac- 
companying report, namely 

On amendments 3, 4,5,and7: Appropriates $8,100 for salaries of charges d'af- 
faires ad interim for 1856, strikes out $30,000 for the same service forthe years 
1879 and 1880, provides that the accounts for contingent expenses of the foreign 
missions for 1885 may be settled without regard to the division of the amount 
therefor, and strikes out provision to pay Fulton Paul, late consul-general at 
Bucharest for protest fees. 

On amendment 10: Appropriates $73.62 for contingent expenses of the Civil 
Service Commission, 

On amendment 11: Appropriates $585.54 to pay W. R. Beatty, internal revenve 
gauger at Denver, Colo. 

On amendments 12 to 16, inclusive 
on account of the Coast Survey. 

On amendments 17 and 18: Strikes out provision for heating, hoisting, and 
vengilating apparatus for public building in New York, and to pay Mrs. Imogene 
R. Morrell for painting portraits of Howell Cobb and John C. Spencer, ex-Secre- 
taries of the Treasury. 

On amendments 20 and 21: Appropriates $200,000 for repayment to importers 
the excess of deposits for unascertained duties, &c. 

On amendment 22: Appropriates $596.25 to pay George Wardman, late assist- 
ant agent in Alaska. 

On amendment 23: Strikes out provision touching the settlement of certain 
accounts suspended or disallowed since January 1, 1885. 

On amendment 24: Strikes out provision to pay extra compensation to certain 
employés in the Treasury for services rendered in 1882. 

On amendments 25 and 26: Appropriates $6,169.39 for paving around public 
buildings in Saint Louis, Mo.,and $3,233.13 for paving around arsenal in San 
Antonio. 

On amendments 27 to 32, inclusive, touching the Districtof Columbia: Appro- 
priates $20,000 to complete boundary sewer, $1,000 for counsel fees in defending 
claims of Samuel Strong, increases the sum for the new schoo! buildings in the 
District bill from $50,000 to $75,000, refers to board of fortifications and for river 
and harbor improvements whether any changes should be made in the method 
of lining the tunnel and reservoir of the new water-works,and that the work 
shall proceed pending their report. 

On amendment 33: Strikes out provision to pay claim of Meredith Kidd. 

On amendments 34and 35: Provides for payment of $2,500 to widow of the late 
Surgeon J. J. Woodward, and gives $8,92 for completion of hospital at Hot 
Springs. 

On amendment 36: Appropriates $95,000 for Armytransportation 

On amendment 43: Strikes out $2,500 forcontingent expensesof Navy Burean 
of Ordnance. 

On amendments 44 and 46: Strikes out $2,800 for expenses of naval explora- 
tion in Alaska, and gives $4,000 for completion of coaling shed and naval store- 
house at Port Royal Harbor. 

On amendments 49 to 52, inclusive: Provides for the settlement of the ac- 
counts of Richard Joseph, late disbursing clerk of the Interior Department. 

On amendments 53 to 58, inclusive: Strikes out certain provisivns touching 
Indian Affairs. 

On amendment 59: Strikes out $6,365.05 for lighting Capitol and grounds. 

On amendments 60 and 61: Appropriates $780.83 for the National Museum. 

On amendment 62: Provides that the Postmaster-General shall examine and 
report to Congress on the claim of the United States and Brazil Steamship Com- 
pany for carrying the mail. 

On amendments 63 and 64: Strikes out provision for preparing a digest of the 
opinions of the Attorney-General, and for settling certain accounts of Lieut. W. 
P. Duvall. 

On amendment 65: Strikes out $1,449.37 for the National Board of Health. 

On amendments 66 and 67: Strikes out proposed increase of amount for the 
marshals’ fees from $20,000 to $50,000, and $2,195.09 for fees of district attorneys. 

On amendment 69: Strikes out provision limiting fees of United States com- 
missioners to $800 per annum. 

On amendments 70 and 71: Strikes out provisions for certain judicial expenses 
in Utah. 

On amendment 85: Strikes out provision to pay commissioners to ascertain 
damages by reason of flowage of lands by the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers. 

On amendments 92, 93, 98, and 99: Provides for certain expenses of the Senate. 

On amendment 100: Strikes out provision to pay for draping the Capitol on 
the occasion of the death of ex-President Grant. 


A ppropriates $2,442.53 to pay deficiencies 
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On amendments 102 to 106: Strikes out provision to pay to the sisters of Hon 
Michael Hahn balance of his salary for unexpired term of his service. 

On amendment 107: Strikes out provision to pay family of William Hunter 
one year's salary. 

Onamendment 109: Appropriates $5,850 to pay printers on the ConGRESSIONA! 
Recorp for time lost. 

On amendments 110 and 117: Requires the Secretary of the Treasury to have 
re-examined certain claims for refund of taxes to non-resident aliens and to cer 
tify the same to the next session of Congress. 


On amendment Ll: Strikes out provision to pay certain fees of jurors and 
witnesses, 

On amendment 112: Strikes out provision to pay the claim of A. G. Boone. 

On amendment 113: Appropriates $25,954.06 to pay certain claims of the Atchi 
son, Topeka and Santa Fé and Northern Pacific railroad companies. 

On amendments 114,115, and 116: Strikes out provision to pay the claims o! 
the Flint and Pierre Marquette and the Missouri, Kansas and Texas railroad 
companies for transporting the mail. 

On amendments 118 and 119, requires the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to 
be re-examined the claims of the Hoboken Land Company, T. J. League, Bal 
timore and Ohio Railroad Company,jand of L. A. Von Hoffman, and others, and 
to certify the finding to the next session of Congress. 

On amendment 120, strikes out the provision to pay the claims’of the non-sub- 
sidized railroads operated by the Central Pacific Railroad Company for trans 
portation of the mails. 

On amendment 122, provides for the payment of certain claims audited and cer- 
tified to Congress in Senate Executive Document No. 218, and the claims of post- 
masters for difference in compensation adjusted under act of March 3, 1883. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $6,850,325.08, being $956,833.06 less 
than it was passed by the Senate and $935,353.71 more than it was passed by the 


House, 
JAS. N. BURNES, 
BEN. LE FEVRE, 
LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, it will no doubt be remembered that 
this bill, as it passed the House, aggregated a total appropriation of 
$5,914,962.32. As it passed the Senate the aggregate total was $7,807,- 
158.09. Itwill beseen that the increase by the Senate was $1,892,195.77. 
The net reduction in conference was $956,833.06. The amount of the 
bill as agreed to in conference is $6,850,325.03. 

It will take me some time to go over the full particulars of the trans- 
action and give a full account of each item discussed in the conference. 
If it be desired I will do so; if it is not desired we will save valuable 
time. [Criesof ‘‘No!’’] I will notundertake then togo through every 
single item but will move theadoption of the report. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. CRAIN. I rise to make a point of order against one of the items 
of this report. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Missouri has proceeded to 
discuss the report and the point of order now comes toolate. It should 
have been made before the House entered upon the consideration of the 


port. 

Mr. CRAIN. I was upon my feet ready to proceed, but the gentle- 
man from Missouri was recognized, and I supposed he was simply giv- 
ing the reasons for not discussing the report. ’ 

The SPEAKER. The House had entered upon the consideration of 
the report, and the gentleman from Texas rose, as the Chair su : 
for the purpose of making a point of order of which the Chair had 
been informed. But the gentleman when he rose did not address the 
Chair, and the gentleman from Missouri proceeded to explain the report. 

Mr. CRAIN. I rose under the impression that the gentleman from 
Missouri had precedence, having charge of the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. A point of order in the House must always be 
made before the Howse has entered upon the consideration of the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. CRAIN. I was prepared tomake it. I ask the gentleman from 
Missouri to permit me now to make the point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. If the consequences were not so serious with regard 
to the delay, a point of order might be made. I would not hesitate to 
render any accommodation or favor to my friend from Texas. But I 
am quite sure the arrangement made in the bill with regard to the 
claim to which I understand he refers will give a full and complete op- 
portunity to consider it at the nextsession of Congress. It will, there- 
fore, be impossible for me to yield to the request of my friend at this 
time. 

Mr. CRAIN. I thought the proper time to make the point of order 
was after the gentleman presented the report. 

The SPEAKER. Of course; but the proper time is when the bill or 
proposition, or whatever it may be, is read and presented for considera- 
tion. After the House has entered upon itsconsideration it is then too 
late to make a point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri a question. I wish to know if the conference commit- 
tee in this report which has been read to the House, and of course it is 
impossible to follow all of the details of such a report with reference 
to the various amendments as to what items are stricken out or which 
have been adopted or which have been amended by the conferees—what 
I wish to ask is if the conferees have stricken out any item which has 
been already adopted by both the Senate and the House. 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, they have; and it was with reference to that very 
point that I rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want to know from the gen- 


tleman from Missouri if the conference committee has adhered to its 
legitimate sphere ? 
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Mr. BURNES. My impression is that it is not necessary to answ, 
the question, since the point of order comes too late. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is entirely necessary 

Mr. BURNES. But we have no desire to withhold anything oc, 
ring in conference which the House ought to know or may des ote 
know. In one single paragraph of the bill as it passed the Hous; the “4 
were certain items in Executive Document No. 210 excepted from appro- 
priation. One of the items in that document which the Committe , 
Appropriations has reported to the House as so excepted was sustained 
by the House and the exception wasstrickenout. The Senate amended 
the paragraph by striking out all of the other excepted items 3 
House non-concurred in the Senate amendment and the conterence oy. 
sued. ; 

The conference was, of course, upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. The paragraph was, if I may be allowed the expression. ; 
gle entity. The Senate never agreed to the paragraph in its entirety 
By its amendment the Senate said to the House, the paragraph will not 
be agreed to by the Senate unless the House will agree to the Senate 
amendment, The House replied by non-concurrence and a request {oy 
a conference—a full and free conference, mark you; that perhaps in such; 
conference the House might recede from its disagreement, or the Senate 
might recede, or either might recede with or without amendment, any 
sort of an amendment, or by agreement the entire paragraph might be 
stricken out. 

Now, if the whole paragraph could have been stricken out, as the 
greater includes the less, any part of it could have been stricken out. 
The whole of the paragraph was in conference. The Senate had not 
agreed to the paragraph or any part of it. The Senate only proposed 
to agree to the paragraph in the event that the House would concur jy 
the Senate amendment. The House refused to concur and the Senate 
was free to do as it pleased in a full and free conference. No one wil! 
claim for a moment that if a complete paragraph—complete in itse/f— 
is agreed to by both Houses it can be changed in conference; but that 
is not this case. Here the two Houses did not agree as to this partic. 
ular paragraph, nor as to any part of it. The Senate merely tendered 
an offer to agree to the paragraph on a specified condition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late to raise the ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, this is for information. 
It is a question which goes to the merit of this report. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. On a question of information can we 
go into the merits of the whole question and open up this debate? 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Arkansas may desire to 
give that as a reason for not susiaining the report of the conference. 
The Chair does not know the purpose for which the gentleman rose, 
but assumes that the gentleman objects to the report because the con- 
ferees have stricken out a matter which had been previously agreed to 
by the two Houses. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is my purpose. The 
merits of the amendments which had been adopted in both the House 
and Senate was not in controversy; and I wish to say that I care noth- 
ing about theclaim. I know nothing about it, or of the merits of the 
claim. I refer only to the legislative question which is presented here 
where a proposition that has been agreed to by both Houses of Congress 
is stricken out of the bill entirely by the conference committee, con- 
trary, as I claim, to any power with which it was clothed. And it's 
just that naked, simple question of the power of the conferees. _ 

We send bills into conference, and if they are to reconstruct them from 
foundation up, and in this manner annul the action of both branches ol 
Congress, what confidence can the House or Senate or the two togetler 
have in the integrity of conference reports that are brought back Aere 
and rushed through in the last hoursof thesession? I think the [lous 
utterly regardless of the merits of the claim on which they have agreed 
to make payment, should insist on the integrity of its own authority; 
and that therefore this report should be voted down and the committe: 
instructed to report the agreement in conformity with the conclusions © 
both branches of Congress. 

I believe the question will recur on the adoption of the report 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending question. a 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I believe the gentleman sie 
in explaining his report that they have taken single items that areco™ 
plete—each of course is but one among many in the bill, bat «co* 
complete in itself—and on the ground of adjusting a separate (8 
have thrown this one entirely out of the bill. \ f 

I can not see where they got the power; and I think it is a most“ 
gerous encouragement of a most unauthorized and unlawful procee“!’> 
for the House to permit it when it perceives this has been done. 


INCREASED PENSIONS FOR ONE-ARMED AND ONE-LEGGED SOLDIF' 


The SPEAKER. On yesterday the House acted on a motion oe 
pend the rules and pass the bill (S. 2056) to amend the pensio2 &"” 
by increasing the pension of soldiers and sailors who have lost oaths 
or leg in the service. The House agreed to the motion to suspen" cht 
rules and passed the bill with sundry amendments. By 20 Over Tbe 
the bill has been sent to the Senate without the amendments. 


a sin- 
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Chair thinks the House should recall the bill that the amendments may 


be inserted. ste 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make that motion if it be necessary. 
TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection the order will be made, 


and the Clerk will be directed to request the return of the bill from 
the Senate. ae 
There was no objection. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Not as speaking to a point of order, but in justifi- 
cation of the action of the conferees on the part of the House, I beg 
to submit to gentlemen better qualified to discuss parliamentary con- 
siderations and law than myself whether the facts in this case are of 
such a startling nature as to justify the House in manifesting any want 
of confidence in the gentlemen to whom they intrusted the duty of 
conducting that conference. 

Here is a single paragraph ina bill. It has passed the House and 
been acted upon by the Senate. The Senate put upon the paragraph 
an amendment. If the paragraph had been agreed to by the Senate 
without amendment no one could even pretend to believe that the con- 
ferees could reconsider, amend, or change it in the slightest particular; 
but this single paragraph, as 1 have shown, was amended in the Sen- 
ate, and thereby the whole of it was in conference. The Senate con- 
ferees proposed to recede from the Senate amendment on this paragraph 
with an amendment striking out another part of it. 

Every word and line of the bill as it passed the House had been 
agreed to by the House. One part of that which passed the House was 
as sacred in conference as any other part. But only those parts were 
open to a full and free conference which were in a paragraph involved 
by a Senate amendment and a House non-concurrence therein. 

The Houses had disagreed. They had not agreed. The paragraph 
was in a formative condition. The conferees found that the House had 
agreed to some of the provisions of the paragraph. The Senate had 
agreed to some provisions of the paragraph on condition only. Under 
these circumstances the conferees treated the paragraph as an entirety, 
and held that it was before them for alteration or amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit me +s iaterrupt him ? 

Mr. BURNES. In a moment. The Senate conferees were deter- 
mined to defeat this claim or refuse to recede from the Senate amend- 
ment to the paragraph. This was a claim, like the others, excepted 
from allowance, and they very properly thought they ought all to fail 
together or be alike appropriated for. They said: ‘‘ Let the Senate re- 
cede from its amendment to this paragraph, with an amendment strik- 
ing out the appropriation and referring all these claims to theaccount- 
ing officers of the Treasury to be reported together to the next session 
of Congress for consideration.’’ 

Whether the conferees have exceeded their powers is a question not 
now involved in the discussion. That is a question of law for the 

' Speaker. If the House is at all alarmed that the gentlemen who rep- 
resented the House failed to stand foritsrights and prerogatives as thor- 
oughly as they might have done, let the fact be signalized by disagree- 
ing to the conference report. 

Mr. CRAIN. May I now ask the gentleman from Missouri a ques- 


tion? 
Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CRAIN. Is it not a fact that there is a difference between the 


items in that paragraph to this extent that all but one were stricken 
out by the House and put back by the Senate and thereby became 
legitimate subjects for consideration by the conference committee, 
whereas the other item was passed in this House by a yea-and-nay vote, 
and was afterward passed by the Senate, and, therefore, was not a legiti- 
mate subject for consideration by the conference committee? If a con- 
ference committee is permitted to strike outitems that have passed both 
Houses, and which, therefore, do not come within their purview, they 
6 could take any bill —_ by the Senate and the House, strike out all 
ot after the enacting clause, and bring in an entirely new measure. 

Mr. BURNES. I will answer my friend from Texas. I think I have 
already answered him. This one paragraph contained three items, two 
of which the House excepted from appropriation, one of which the 
House sustained. The Senate struck out the two exceptions—the two 
items that the House had so excepted from appropriations—all of them 
in this one paragraph. We went into conference on the Senate amend- 
n ment which put back the two items the House had excepted. The 

claim alluded to by my friend was not objected to by the Senate until 
D- we were in conference. 
Mr. CRAIN. It had been passed by both Houses. 
Mr. BURNES. The paragraph had been passed by the House, but 
ns. wasamended in the Senate. My claim is that the action of the Senate 
was, as to every word in the poragreph, &@ mere offer, on condition, to 





agree to it or any part of it. e this claim met with the sanction of 
aws the House by a vote; and the other claims and every part of the bill as 
rm it was sent to the Senate was the solemn action of the House; but the 
the non-concarrence in theSenate amend ment was of equal solemnity. We 
~ secured two points for the House by surrenderingone. Each wasequally 
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of the propriety of procedure. 
can be no room for doubt. 
for the payment of the claims on account of transportation of the Army 
and its supplies contained ‘in a certain schedule in a certain executive 
document appropriating a round sum of money to pay the claims of 
that class in that schedule not by name respectively but as a total. 


Senate differed, and determined to appropriate $107,994. 
versy between the conferees representing the wishes of the House and 
those representing the Senate was the difference between those two 
sums of money. 
upon. 
one total, and we were to determine whether the total adopted by the 
House or the total adopted by the Senate should be retained in the bill. 
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Mr. CRAIN. 


It voted on that item by a yea-and-nay vote. 
Mr. BURNES. 


It voted on one item of this paragraph. The ques- 


tion simply is whether we have transcended our powers. The will of 
the House is expressed without a yea-and-nay vote just as solemnly as 
with such vote. 


Mr. McCOMAS. This is not a question of order, but it isa question 
Upon that question it seems to me theve 


This is a paragraph of a bill which provides 


Upen asingle paragraph the House agreed to appropriate $59, 405.81. 
It was the appropriation of a lump sum of money. Upon that the 
The contro- 


It was not an isolated claim which we were passing 
It was an aggregation of claims in one paragraph, making up 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 


tion ? 


Mr. McCOMAS. Inamoment. Now, Mr. Speaker, in that confer- 


ence every item that goes to make up the difference between the two 
amounts must be in controversy. 


They were all together. They were 
there, and we could not put themout. The question was, shall we take 
the one total sum or theothertotalsum? Theitems were all involved, 


and when it was insisted that the claims excepted by the House which 


made the total which had been agreed to by the House belonged in the 


same category with this other claim, upon the principles involved 


there was nothing to do but to take the sum fixed by the House or the 
sum fixed by the Senate, or something between the two. For the first 
time it is stated here by gentlemen that there has been an attempt to 
strike out of this bill an item which had been passed upon by the House. 

The strength of that is simply in the form of the statement, but a 
fair and candid examination of the bill as it is will show that in deal- 
ing with a single paragraph which involved a difference of totals we 
simply went between the totals of the two Houses and came to an agree- 
ment. Was it notin the power of the conferees to do that? If itwas 
not in their power they certainly do not care to enlarge their power. 
I yield now for the question of my friend from New York. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. My question is, whether you, as one 
of the conferees, claim for the committee the power, after the House 
had by a yea-and-nay vote inserted an item in the bill which had not 
been inserted by the Committee of the Whole, to meet the conferees on 
the part of the Senate and consent to have that item struck out, with- 
out first coming and obtaining the consent or approval of the House. 

Mr. McCOMAS. So far as I am concerned, and I have no doubt so 

far as all the conferees are concerned, we do not desire any sort of ex- 
tension of power, we do not seek to change the effect of anybody’s vote 
or to change the action of the House; but what I claim is that we were 
obeying the final vote of the House when it determined that it would 
appropriate $59, 405 instead of the $107,994 which the Senate had agreed 
upon. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York. In other words, you as a conferee on 
the part of the House claim the right to agree with the Senate conferees 
to strike an item out of this bill, after the House had put it there ex- 
pressly by a yea-and-nay vote and the Senate had agreed that it should 
remain there. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I used no such words and made no such statement. 
I make my statement of my thought in my own language, and [ say 
that when the House had instructed the conferees to have a conference, 
it was not upon the crossing of a ‘‘t’’ or the dotting of an ‘‘i;’’ it was 
upon the appropriation of large sums of the public money here and 
there, and the House instructed us as conferees to insist upon the sum 
which it had agreed to appropriate, and we came as near as we could 
to doing that. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. 
to that item. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The House instructed us to insist, and we did so 
as far as we could. This item was part of the paragraph, and you can 
not divide up a paragraph in the way gentlemen contend. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would be giad to answer it, if I had the time. 

Mr. BURNES. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think this is a question a vote 
upon which if in the affirmative will decide that this House lacks con- 
fidence in this conference committee. Doubtless the conferees believed 
that they had the power under the rules to do what they have done, 
and I do not intimate that they were governed by any other motives 
than those of honor and justice. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. State what the point is. 


The House took away your power as 


er eee ake 


ee eee 
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Mr. CRAIN. I propose todo that. As I have said, Mr. Speaker, 


I do not impugn the motives of the conferees, but they certainly have 
erred as to their powers ander the rules of the House. There was an 
item contained in the original bill providing an appropriation of $10,750 
for the rent and occupation of certain property in thecity of Galveston, 
Tex. Other items were put in the same paragraph by the committee. 

The committee recommended that these amounts should not be al- 
lowed, whereupon a yea-and-nay vote was taken in the House upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], which vote 
resulted in favor of this appropriation, the House deciding by a ma- 
jority of 20 that the item should be restored to the bill. Subsequently, 
upon motion of the other gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BkowNnE] to 
recommit the bill with instructions to strike out this item, the House 
again decided that the item should remain. The bill went to the Sen- 
ate with that paragraph in it, and the Senate passed the bill in that 
shape. 

Mr. GUENTHER. The Senate left your item in. 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes; the Senate left my item in the bill. In other 
words, it reaffirmed the action taken by the House upon two votes by 
yeas and nays. 

A MempBer. There was no disagreement as to that. 

Mr. CRAIN, There was no disagreeing vote of the two Houses as 
to thatitem. The bill went to the conference committee; and as the 
chairman of the managers on the part of the House says, the Senate, 
speaking throngh its conferees, decided that they would not agree to 
the bill unless this item should be stricken out. Now we maintain 
that this question was outside the jurisdiction of the conference com- 
mittee. It had never been submitted to them; and they had no juris- 
diction over any other question than those which arose by the disagree- 
ment of the two Houses. 

This question was raised when the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] was Speakerof the House—in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, I believe—and I desire to refer to his ruling on that occasion. 
I read from the Journal: 

Mr. SprinGer made the point of order that it was not in order to instruct said 
committee at the present time, and the further point of order that the portion 
of the bill which the resolution proposes shall be open to consideration by the 


conference committee had been settled by the two Houses and should not be 
made the subject of conference. 

The Sreaker held that it was not in the power of aconference committee to 
change a paragraph which had been agreed to by both Houses, for the reason 
that the conference was only on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, which 
necessarily excluded from consideration any matter agreed to by the two 
Houses, 


Now, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCoMAs] maintains that 


simply because this item 

Mr. McCOMAS. This paragraph, and the totals in the paragraph. 

Mr. CRAIN. The gentleman maintains that simply because this 
item was pat in the same paragraph with other items which were not 
voted upon separately, therefore because those other items in the para- 
graph were made the subject of conference that necessarily took in the 
item which had been passed by both Houses. I say there is no reason 
and no authority for that position. 

What would be the object of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] in demanding a separate vote by yeas and nays upon this item? 
If it was but a part of a paragraph, which way did the House decide? 
If the paragraph is to be taken as an entirety, shall the majority of the 
items contro] in determining what the action of the House is? How 
are you going to separate them? What is the use, what is the sense, 
what is the reason in dividing the items and in calling for a separate 
vote by yeas and nays in the House? What was the motive which act- 
uated the other gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] in demanding 
a separate vote upon his proposition to recommit this bill with instruc- 
tions to the Committee on Appropriations to strike out this item, if it 
was carried along by the action of the House in deciding upon the other 
items in that paragraph? 

There is no reason, there is no justice in the distinction which the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs] and the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas] draw in regard to this item. It is not so inti- 
mately blended with the other items in the paragraph that it is neces- 
sarily involved in the action of the House on those items, because I 
repeat if it were there would be no sense and no utility in calling for 
a separate vote upon the items. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I have but one word to say in reply 
to my friend from Texas | Mr. CRAIN]; and that is in regard to the de- 
cision of the Speaker in a former Congress which the gentleman has 
read to the House. Ir that case the question was with regard to a 
paragraph to which both Houses had agreed. That is not this case. 
I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON. [ask the gentleman to yield to me. 

Mr. BURNES. I withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
and yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BURNES. IL yield two minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BReckINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, there is pre- 
sented here no question of a personal character between the House and 





the gentlemen who compose the conference committee; everybody }). 
the highest regard for them personally. Thesole question is as to ; 
jurisdiction of a conference committee, whether or not they can «| 
out items which are not in dispute between the two Houses. 
grave question here presented is whether we should accept this re, 
striking out items which were not in dispute between the two Houses 
It is very important for this House and for Congress that there shoy},] 
be no impingement upon the integrity of the rule that matters on ' 
there has been no disagreement between the two Houses should ; 
interfered with by a conference committee. Why, sir, if you wi 
to page 321 of the Manual you will find it stated that— 


It is not competent for a conference committee to consider matters or « 
not in dispute between the two Houses; nor can the committee cha: 
of a bill to which both Houses have agreed. 


Again, it is said, on page 322: 


5 


i turn 


While it is unusual to instruct a conference committee, ther 
the kind, but only in cases of disagreement on some particular 


Why, sir, if disagreement about an item in a paragraph unsettles 
every other part of the paragraph see what then would be the condi 
if you differed about the first item or any item in a paragraph in th, 
river and harbor bill. It would unsettle three hundred and od it 
in that bill and refer them to be settled to a conference committe 
though you had agreed to every one but that particularone. ‘! 
itation is clearly to the exact text and particular items and 
tive propositions in dispute. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURNES. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit this whole paragraph went to 
the conference—the entire paragraph. I do not claim any extraordi- 
nary experience in regard to the action of conference committees. | have 
had the general experience of gentlemen on this floor. I remembe; 
number of instances where this has occurred. Here is a paragraph ay 
propriating on certain claims $59,405.81. The Senate never agreed | 
that paragraph at all; the Senate never agreed to any part of it ind 
pendently, but it agreed to a paragraph with certain amendments st: 
ing out exceptions which were placed in the original paragraph 
increasing the amount $437,964.29. From the necessity of th 
the whole paragraph went before the conferees. 

If I had time I could run over report after report made during th 
present Congress where the conferees have acted on the same princip\: 
The Senate have only agreed to the text of the measure as it went t 
the House on the condition all the exceptionsshould be omitted ey 
have stricken out the exceptions and increased the aggregate amouut 
to be appropriated to $107,994.29. The objection of the Senate, tron 
the necessities of the case, carries the whole provision before the con- 
ferees. I should be astonished to hear a doubt raised as to the w 
provision being before the conferees. 

Mr. BURNES. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes 24. 

Mr. CRAIN. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. CRAIN and Mr. Bur Es 

Mr. RYAN. Letus havethe yeas and nays; that is the shortest way. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I demand the yeas andnays. (Ure 
of ‘‘No!’’] Very well; I will withdraw it. 

Mr. WILKINS. I renew the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 17 only voting in the aflirmat: 

Mr. CRAIN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the report was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit the report of the committee of con'c™ 
ence on the sundry civil bill. Before it is read I ask, by unanime's 
consent the session of the House be extended until this report 's “> 
posed of, if it shall be found necessary to do so. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. On condition it shall not )e : 
beyond 10 o’clock to-night. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not suppose it will go beyord 5 0 «' 
only make the proposition out of abundant caution. 

The SPEAKER. It will take some time to read the report, "' 
long. 

Mr. RANDALL. Say not to extend beyond 6 o'clock, then. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Before assenting to it | " 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a question about the repo" 
ask whether the salaries for the Mississippi River Commission «0¢ '* 
continuation of surveys—— 

A MemBer. And the Missouri. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And the Missouri River (o"" 
mission—whether those provisions are included ? : 

Mr. RANDALL. The Senate receded from both of those amcn& 
ments. 


n 
il 








ie 


1886. 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask if the Senate did 
not proceed upon the understandin g these amendments could be adopted 
in the river and harbor bill, which we found could not be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not recollect any condition about it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am talking about ‘‘ under- 
standing,”’ not “‘condition.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. In abundance of caution the conferees, if I re- 
member aright, sent these amendments to the conferees on the river 
and harbor bill. Iso understood. I did not do it myself. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then the gentleman takes the responsibility. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam perfectly willing to take 
the responsibility. I am glad always to take that kind of responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that members who have reports to make from committees be per- 
mitted to file them with the Clerk for to-day. 

Mr. DUNN. I suggest that had better be made to apply to the re- 
mainder of the session. [Cries of ‘“‘Oh, no; for to-day only!’’] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. HATCH. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to suggest the propriety 
of taking a recess at 5 o’clock this evening until 8 o’cluck, so as to 
complete this bill; and I ask unanimous consent, for the purpose otf 
testing the sense of the House, that a recess be taken from 5 to 8 for 
that purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimousconsent, inasmuch as the reading 
of the report of the conference committee will convey but slight in- 
formation to the House, that the reading be omitted and the statement 
of the conferees be taken upand read. Very fewcan follow the amend- 
ments to a bill even with the utmost vigilance in connection with the 
reports of conference committees usually, while the statement of the 
House conferees covers the whole question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not know that the statement in this case 
would cover absolutely every item, and I think it will save many in- 
— and possibly considerable debate and time to have the report 





The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. - The gentleman from Illinois has a conference re- 
port on the measure known as the surplus resolution, and I shall yield 
to him for the purpose of reporting that, with a view to having an or- 
der made for its printing. 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the committee 
of conference to submit a report on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing the payment of 
the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt, and to ask that the origi- 
nal resolution of the House, together with the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and the report and statement of the conferees, be printed in the 
Recorp, to be called up hereafter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That includes the printing of the House resolution 
with the Senate amendment? 


The SPEAKER. It does, and the conference report also. 
The report and resolution with Senate amendments are as follows: 


[Forty-ninth Congress, first session.—H. Res. 126.) 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


August 3, 1886.—Ordered to be printed asreported by the committee of conference 
on the amendments of the Senate. 
Amendments of the Senate printed in italics ; committee of conference recom- 
mend omitting parts inclosed in brackets and inserting parts printed in SMALL 
CAPITALS. 


Joint resolution directing payment “— surplus in the Treasury on the public 
ebt. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of ives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That whenever the surplus or balance in the Treasury, 
inclading amount held for redemption of United States notes, shall exceed the 
sum of $100,000,000, it shall be, and is hereby made, the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to appiy such excess, in sums notless than ten millions per month, 
during the existence of mf such surplus or excess, to the payment of the inter. 
est-bearing indebtedness of the United States payable at the option of the Gov- 
ernment. The sw or balance herein referred to shall be the available surp!us, 
ascertained according to the form of statement of the United States Treasurer, of 
the assets and liabilities of the Treasury of the United States employed on June 
30, 1886 (1): That no call shall be made under the provisions of this resolu- 
tion untila fa oe call is in io peau over and above the reserve herein 
mentioned : provided further, That Secretary of the Treasury, in hia discre- 
tion, may have in the Treasury, over and above the foregoing sums, a working bal- 
ance not exceeding $20,000,000; and whenever. in the case of any extraordinary 
eme not now pag, ont when, because thereof, in the opinion of the | Prew- 
dent] SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, the lic interest shall require it. he may, by 
written order (direct the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend| PUSTPONE the further 
call for ent of such indebtedness for such period of time as shall be neces- 

the publie credit unimpaired ; and that such [suspension] Post- 
PONEMENT, and the reasons therefor, shail be reported to Congress within ten days 
ey ee ee natiately if Congress shall be in session. 

(2) (See. 2. That for a of via months after the pancoge hereof, United States 
trade-dollars, if not mutilated, or stampet, shall be received at their face 
—s of all dues to the United States, and shall not be again paid out or 
any manner issued. } 
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amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend 
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any United States trade-dollars, during the period afore- 


[ See. 3. That the holder of 


said, on presentation of the same at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treas 


urer of the United States, way receive in exchange therefor a like amount and value 
dollar for dollar, in standard silver dollars or in subsidiary coins (at the option of 
the holder) of the Umted States 









[See. 4. That the trade-dollars received by. paid to, or deposited with the Treasurer 
or any assistant treasurer or national positary of the United States shall not be 
pard out or in any other manner issued at the expense of the United States, shall 
be transmitted to the coinage mints and re i into sta trd silver dollars 

{[See. 5. That all laws and parts of author rt and issuance of 
United States trade-dollars are herely repealed 

Passed the Senate with amendments July 50, 1886 

Attest: 

ANSON G. McCOOK. 8 - 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate te the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing pay 
ment of the surplus in the Treasury on the pulic debt, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recominend their r 


spective Hotses as follows: 
Amendment No.1: Thatthe House recede from its disagrcement tothe amend 
ment of the Senate numbered one, and agree to the same with an amendment 


as follows: In line 8 of saic amendment strike out the word “ President” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ Secretary of the Treasury ;"’ in line 9 strik« 
out the words “direct the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend” and rt in 


lieu thereofthe word “ postpone 
and insert the word ‘ 
the same. 
Amendment No. 2: That the Senate recede from its amendment No. 2 

W. R. MORRISON 

WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 

FRANK HISCOCK 

Managers on the part of the Hor 

W. B. ALLISON, 

N. W. ALDRICH, 

J. B. BECK, 


Managers on the part of th 


’ in line 12 strike out the word “ suspension 


postponement”’ in lieu thereof; and the Senate agree to 


STATEMENT. 


Hovset or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES 
Washington, D. C., Aug 188 
The undersigned, managers on the part of the House, make the f wing 








statement in respect to the conference report on H. Res. 126 d 
of the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt 

The Senate added two amendments to the resolution. The House conferees 
have recommended that the House recede from its disagreement to the first 
amendment and agree to it in the following amended form 


recting payment 





Provided, That no call shall be made under the provisions 0; solu fila 
sum equal to the call is in the Treasury over and above the reserve herein mentione 
And provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, may t 


in the Treasury, over and above the foregoing sums, a working balance not erceedin 
$20,000,000; and whenever, in the case of any extraordinary emergency not now ea 
ing, and when, because thereof, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treas 
public interests shall require it, he may, oy written order, postpone the furthe ull f 
the payment of such indebtedness for such period of time as shall be necessary to ma 
tain the public credit unimpaired, and that such postponement and the reasons there- 
for shall be reported to Congress within ten days after its next meeting, or mmedintely 
if Congress shall be in session, 
* The Senate conferees have agreed to recommend that the Senate recede from 
its amendment numbered 2, which provided for the redemption of the trade- 
dollars. 

W. R. MORRISON. 

WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE. 

FRANK HISCOCK. 


Mr. LITTLE. I ask unanimous consent for leave to print some 
remarks in the RECORD on that report. 
Mr. EVANS. I gak the same privilege. 
There was no g}fection. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. RANDALL, from the committee of conference, submitted the 
following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 10,11, 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 
26, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 37, 41, 45, 50, 59, 61, 75, 76, 77, 81, 82, 83, 84, 87, 89, 93, 103, 104, 105, 
106, 107, 110, 113, 119, 122, 124, 125, 126, 134, 135, 136, 146, 149, 150, 154, 159, 161, 162, 163, 
164, 174, 176, 178, 182, 183, 185, 188, 193, 199, 200, 201, 207, 219, 22: 
236. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 8, 9, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 27, 28, 30, 42, 46, 47, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56. 57,5 
60, 62, 64, G, 66, 67, 97, 98, 100, 101, 102, 111, 112, 114, 115, 116, 118, 120, 123, 127, 131, 
140, 141, 142, 148, 151, 152, 155, 160, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 175, 177, 180, 181, 184 
191, 192, 194, 196, 197, 198, 202, 203, 205, 206, 208, 209, 210, 211, 214, 
228, 229, 230, 238, and 239. and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement tothe 









$2, 233, 234, 235, and 





mentss follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘* $10,00 
and ise Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment asfollows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ** $50,000; "’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 6 and 7: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 6and7,and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and in- 
serted by said amendments strike out the amended paragraph; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$15,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $500; "' and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $15,000; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert “* $12,000;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert “* $35,000 ;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $50,000; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**$10,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $20,000; '’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $1,200; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the amended paragraph; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: in lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: “ The Light-House Board is hereby authorized to 

slace a light-ship off the south end of Ram Island Reef, Fisher's Island Sound, 
tan Island Sound, New York;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its amendment to the 
Senate amendment numbered 78, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of 
said Senate amendment the words *‘ Great Kanawha River, West Virginia ;” and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $190,000;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert 
the following: “ And including traveling expenses of officers and men of the 
Navy on duty; for commutation to officers of the field force while on field duty, 
at arate to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury not exceeding $2.50 per 
day each ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $3,000;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 88: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $1,500;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$4,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment ofthe Senate numbered 91, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $2,250;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum propused insert “ $1,500;"" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 04: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $3,000;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered %: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered %, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘ $101,550; "’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 96: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as folows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the follow- 
ing: “ For furnishing —_ for State surveys, to be applied as far as practicable 
= States where points have not been furnished, $8,000; *’ and the Senate agree to 

e same. 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out line 1 of the matter pro to be inserted by said 
amendment, and in lieu of the sum proposed in the two lines of the matter 
proposed to be inserted insert ‘* $125,178.82; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $25,000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 109; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 109, and to the s:me with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
* $15,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of the matter proposed to be inserted add 
the following: ‘‘ Provided, That the city of Duluth shall furnish without charge 

, & suitable site for said fish- ;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and to the same with an 
amendment as paows: In lieu of the sum proposed fo said amendment insert 

; ate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 129: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 129, and agree to th 7 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said Gmendenens in oa 
** $8,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 130; That the House recede from its disagreeme 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with, to 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment i), 
* $6,000; and the Senate agree to the same. ne PRONG 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 132,and agree to the same with an a). to 
ment as follows: In lines 11 and 12 of said amendment strike out the 
“the claimants or,” and in lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment jn... 
** $5,000 ;"" and the Senate agree tothe same. sh ta ee 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreeme 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with a, 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken ot in- 
sert the following, namely: “‘ For extending the fourth floor around tie wi : 
building, to extend the wrought-iron gallery, and to genvide light, heat. and ra 
tilation for the new fourth-story rooms to be used for record rooms, $j (9). 
and the Senate agree to the same. —s 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disa 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the pepe pe to be stricken out i; he 
the following: “In all, $150,000; and the said Pension Office building shall oo 
under the control of the Secretary of the Interior and subject to such rules a; d 
regulations as he may prescribe;” and the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 143: That the House recede from its disagreement t 
the ameudment of the Senate numbered 143, and agree to the same with _ 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed insert the followine - 
“ For introducing the electric light into the entire Senate extension wing of th. 
Capitol, under the direction of the Architect of the Capitol, $20,000," hy 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter Eempeene to be stricken out by said 
amendment, andatthe end thereof add the following: “ Except only so much as 
may be necessary to pay the actual cost of clerical services employed excl). 
sively in contested cases, and they shal! make report quarterly, under oath. of 
all expenditures for such clerical services with vouchers therefor ;"’ and the sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 153: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 153, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $25,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 172: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 172, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
$500 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 173: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$15,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 179: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Seuate numbered 179, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment insert ‘to be expended by contract or otherwise, as the President 
may determine; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 186: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 186, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $225,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 187: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 187, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed insert the following 
* Wharf at Fort Monroe, Virginia: In full for the construction and completion 
of a new wharf.and improvements to the roadway leading thereto, on the Giov- 
ernment reservation at Fortress Monroe, Va., upon plans to be approved by 
the Secretary of War, $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary for the 
purpose;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 195: That tie House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 195,and agree to the same wilh an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment! 
sert the following: “And in reducing the force the enlisted men at Fort Myer, 
Virginia, denoted the ‘permanent party,’ shall first be mustered out: Provides, 
That this restriction li not apply to the pay or commutation or expense 
return from their stations to their homes of any enlisted men in excess of the 
four hundred and seventy men, accruing prior to the passage of this act; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 212: That the House recede from its disagreement ‘o 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 212, and agree to the same with aa 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter posed insert: “ For necessary 
construction and repairs at Southern Branch, Hampton, Va., under estimate's 
Appendix J), pages 299 and 300, Book of Estimates for 1887, $57, 500;"’ and the Set- 
ate agree to same 


Amendment numbered 213: That the House recede from its disagreement © 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 213, and agree to the same wilh as 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $1,631,000; and ‘4 
Senate to the same. - 

Amendment numbered 220: That the House recede from its disagreemen! 0 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 220, and agree to the same with st 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment inset 
** $5,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 221: That the House recede from its disagreement © 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 221, and agree to the same with a2 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment Insc 
** $40,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. , 

Amendment numbered 237: That the House recede from its disagreement © 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 237, and agree to the same wit! * 
amendment as follows: In line 1 of said amendment, after the word ont 
where it first occurs, insert the word “ hereafter; ” and the Senate agree 
same. 


Amendment numbered 243: That the House recede from its disagreement ” 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 243, and agree to the same = ar 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by ™ 


amendment insert the following : + from 
“Section 2. That theappropriations herein provided for shall take effect 
and after July 31, 1886."” 
And the Senate agree to the same, 
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The statement is as follows: | 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 
9476) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year 1887, submit the following written statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon and submitted in the accompanying report, 

ly: 
mon amendments numbered 1 to 45, inclusive, touching appropriations for 
public buildings the following appropriations proposed by the Senate are agreed 
to, namely: For public buildings at Cairo, Ill., $4,279.63; E! Paso, Tex., $50,000; 
Fort Scott, Kans. , $12,000 ; Lexington, Ky., $13,000; Leavenworth, Kans., $4,500; 
Nebraska City, Nebr., $5,000; New Bedford, Mass. , $39,Q); New Haven, Conn., 
$210; Detroit, Mich. , $530.62; Montpelier, Vt., $50,000. 

Appropriations for public buildings proposed by the Senate are stricken out 
as follows: Carson City, Nev., $17,000; Jersey City, N. J., paving, $214; Fort 
Smith, Ark., $21,000; Hannibal, Mo., $13,500; Keokuk, Iowa, $5,000; Omaha, 
Nebr., paving, $3,017.75 ; Indianapolis, Ind., paving, $350.52; Saint Louis, Mo., 

ving, $4,058.26; Hartford, Conn., paving, $392.46; Grand Rapids, Mich., pav- 
ing, $1,824.33; Portland, Oreg., paving, $1,500; Atlanta, Ga., $1,323; Des Moines, 
lowa, $514.42; Butler building, in Washington, $275,000. 

Appropriations for public buildings proposed by the Senate are reduced as 
follows: Buffalo, N. Y., $6,000; Chicago, Ill., $15,000; Fort Wayne, Ind., $5,000; 
Lincoln, Nebr., $4,500; New Orleans (La.) mint building, $8,000; Port Townsend, 
Wash., $5,000: Saint Paul, Minn., $5,000; Savannah, Ga.. $50,000; Springfield, 
Ohio, $2,000; Winona, Minn., $13,000; Treasury building, $47,000; Engraving and 
Printing Bureau, sewer, $600. : ; 

Appropriations contained in the bill as it passed the House for public build- 
ings are stricken out as follows: Brooklyn, N. Y., $165,000: Denver, Colo., $97,- 
000; New Orleans marine hospital, $10,000. 

On amendments numbered 46 to 66, inclusive, touching light-houses, beacons 
and fog-signals, the following action is agreed upon : 

For the light-house at Mosquito Inlet, Florida, $50,000 is given for the comple- 
tion. 

The entire provision of the Northwest Seal Rock light station, California, is 
stricken out. 

New provisions, touching light-houses, proposed by the Senate, are agreed to 
as follows: Dutch Gap Canal, Virginia, additional land, $150; Point Sur, Cali- 
fornia, $50,000; Castle Hill, Rhode Island, $10,000; Whitehall Narrows, New York, 
$200; Gull Rocks, Rhode Island, $10,000; Crabtree Ledge, Maine, $25.000; Deer 
Island, Massachusetts, $35,000; Lubec Narrows, $40,000; Two Harbors, Minnesota, 
$10,000; North Point, Wisconsin, $15,00U; Steam-tender, fourth light-house dis- 
trict, $68,300; Light-ship, Gresse Point, Michigan, $3,000; Light-ship, Eel Grass 
Shoals, $100; Harbor Island Bar, North Carolina, $20,000. 

New provisions touching light-houses proposed by the Senate are stricken 


out, as follows: 

San Luis Obispo, Cal., $50,000; Gould Island, Rhode Island, $10,000; Cape 
Meares, Oregon, $60,000; authority is given to transfer a light-ship at the south 
end of Ram’s Island reef in lieu of constructing a new one at a cost of $40,000. 

On amendment 67: Ten thousand dollars is given for a steam revenue-vessel 
on the Mississippi. 

On the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate No. 74, 
touching the issue of one, two, and five dollar silver certificates for silver cer- 
tificates of larger denominations: Leaves the provision as it was proposed by 
the House. 

On amendments 75, 76, 77, and 78, touching the light-house establishment : 
Leaves the See therefor just as passed by the House, except that the 
amount for ees is increased to $190,000, and no provision for lighting 
the Tennessee and Great Kanawha Rivers is made. 

On amendments numbered 80 to 105, inclusive, touching the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey: Leaves the field force as proposed by the Senate, and also the of- 
fice force with the exception of one disbursing agent at $2,000, who is dispensed 
with. The amount proposed by the Senate for work in the field is reduced 
$24,050, and $8,000 is given for furnishing points for State surveys and $8,000 for 
continuing physical hydrography of New York Bay and harbor. 

Onamendments 106to 109, inclusive: Appropriates $50,000 for paper for internal- 
revenue stamps, omitting provision for counters; appropriates $25,000 for pun- 
ishment for violations of internal-revenue laws, and $15,000 for executing the 
oleomargarine act. 

Onamendment 110: Provision for selling the old court-house and post-office in 
Philadelphia is restored. 

Onamendment Lil: Sixty-four hundred dollars is given for additional clerical 
force at the subtreasury in New York. 

On amendments 112, 113, 114, and 115: Seventy-five thousand dollars is appro- 
priated for ion of sitver coin, including fractional silver coin, by 
registered mail or otherwise, and $9,000 is appropriated for recoinage, reissue, 
and tra jon of minor coins, 

On amendment 116: Provision for constructing a new silver storage vault in 
Philadelphia is omitted. 

On amendments 118 and 119: Appropriates $150,000 for furniture and repairs of 
furniture, including awnings for public buildings. 

On amendment 120: Inserts the following: ** And the appropriation herein 
made for gas in any of the public buildings in the District of Columbia under 
the contro! of the Treasury Department shall include the rental or use of any 

vernor, gas-purifier, or other device for reducing the expenses of gas, when 

roved by the Secretary of the Treasury and ordered by him in writing: 

. That no sum shall be paid for such rental or use of such gas-governor, 

gas-purifier, or device greater the one-half part of the amount of money 

lly saved thereby.” 

On amendments 121, 122,and 123: Appropriates $10,000 for fish hatchery at Du- 

luth, on condition that the city furnish a site therefor free of charge, strikes out 

provision for a salmon hatchery on the Columbia River, and appropriates $27,- 
0 for new boilers, &c, for the steamer Albatross. 

Onamendments 124 and 125: Appropriates $30,000 for compensation in lieu of 
moieties, and $20,000 for revenue steamer in Alaska. 

Onamendment 126: Strikes out all provision for the National Board of Health. 

On amendments 127 to 130, inclusive: Appropriates $22,000 for completion of 
iron crane at Mare Island navy-yard, $100,000 for repairing dry-dock at Brook- 
lyn seemed, and $14,000 for naval training station at Coasters’ Harbor Island, 


Onamendments 131, 132, 133, and 134: Appropriates $5,000 to complete prelimi- 
nary search in France of reeords and documents touching the French spoliation 
claims, and $56,500 for inaugurating the Statue of Liberty Enlightening the 
World,and strikes out provision to purchase of B. F. Stevens a series of tran- 
‘cripts relating to the peace negotiations of 1783. 

On amendments 135, 136, and 137: Strikes out the gem for reconstructing 
east wing of the Interior Department building and for an elevator in the west 
= thereof, and proposed reappropriation forelectric-light plantin said build- 


On amendments 138 and 139: Appropriates $61 ,000 for constructinga fourth floor 
in the Pension building with rooms for storage of records; omits the provision 
for removing certain bureaus of the Interior Department to the build- 
ee places the control of the building under the of the Interior. 


140, L4l, and 142: A riates $175,000 fi tinuing th 
va the 40, 141, pprop $ ‘or continuing the work 
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On amendment 143: Ap; iates $20,000 for introducing the electric light into 
the Senate wing of the Capitol building 

On amendment 145: Provides that all fees received by the registers and receiv- 
ers in excess of $3,000 per annum shall be covered into the Treasury, except so 
much as may be necessary to pay the actual cost of clerical services employed 
exclusively in contested cases 

On amendments 146, 148, 149, 150, and 151 








Appropriates $90,000 for protecting 


public lands, $20,000 for settlement of claims for swamp lauds and swamp-land 
indemnity, $5,000 for reproducing plats of surveys, $5,000 for furnishing tran- 
scripts of records and plats, and limits the per diem allo snuce for subsistence 
to special agents to $2.50 

On amendments 152, 153, and 154, touching the appropriation of $30,000 for sur- 
veying public lands: Limits the use thereof for examination of surveys in the 
field to $25,000. : 

On amendment 156: Appropriates $30,000 for surveying public lands in Ne- 
vada. 


On amendment 159, touching the Yellowstone Park: Leaves 
just as it was passed by the Llouse. 

On amendment 160: Appropriates $60,000 for the erecti 
ing for convict and homicidal insane. 

On amendments 161 and 162: Strikes out the provis 
souri and Mississippi River Commissions. 

On amendments 163, 164, and 165: Fixes appropriations for expenses of Deaf 
and Dumb Asylum at $2,500 and gives $8,000 for completion of building there- 
for. 

On amendments 166 to 169 inclusive, relating to Freedmen’s Hospital: Leaves 
provision therefor as passed by the Senate. 

On amendments 172 and 173: Appropriates $500 for b« 
the Bureau of Labor and $15,000 for education in Alaska 
On amendments 174 and 175: Strikes out provision to purchase additional 
land for the Carlisle Indian school and appropriates $695.77 to pay the claim of 

an Indian woman of the band of Miamies of Indiana. 

On amendments 176, 177, and 178: Leaves provision for the Rock Island and 
Frankford arsenal just as passed by the House, and appropriates $30,000 for a 
milling shop at the Springfield arsenal. 

On amendment 179; Prov des that the appropriation for care and repair and 
refurnishing the Executive Mansion shall be expended under direction of the 
President. 

On amendments 180 to 154, inclusive: Appropriates $57,000 for filling and grad- 
ing around the Washington Monument, and for filling after December | s0 
much of the pond north of the monument as may be necessary 

On amendments 186 and 187: Appropriates $225,000 for military posts, and $80,- 
000 for a wharf at Fortress Monroe. 

On amendments 188 to 201, relating to the Signal Service: Leaves the same as 
was provided by the House, except that five commissioned officers may be de- 
tailed from the Army for service therein; thatin reducing the enlisted men to 
four hundred and seventy the reduction shall first be made from the enlisted 
men of the “permanent party” at Fort Myer, and sales of subsistence stores 
are authorized to officers and enlisted men, and $18,350 is appropriated for a 
submarine cable at Block Island, and $20,000 for a cable between Cape Henry 
and Cape Charles, Virginia. 

On amendments 292, 203, and 205, relating to national cemeteries and head- 
stones: Leaves the same as passed by the Senate 

On amendments 206 and 207: Appropriates $2,000 for survey of northern and 
northwestern lakes, and strikes out provision for surveys in military divisions 
and Departments. 

On amendments 208 and 209: Appropriates $10,000 for Garfield Hospital and 
$10,000 for examination of claims of certain States and Territories. 

On amendments 210 and 211: Increases appropriation for Leavenworth mili- 
tary prison $2.20. 

On amendments 212 and 213: Appropriates $57,500 for necessary construction 
and repairs at soldiers’ home at Hampton, Va. 

On amendments 214, 215,2:6,and 217: Appropriates $3,500 for repairing fifth 
story of Department of Justice buiiding, $25,000 for penitentiary in Wyoming, 
and 31,500 for tank and tank-house for the Reform School of the District of Co- 
lumbia, 

On amendments 219, 220, and 221: Appropriates $30,000 for expenses of Terri- 
torial courts in Utah, $5,000to aid in the more effectual prosecution of crimes in 
Utah, and $40,000 for an industrial home in that Territory. 

On amendment 222: Appropriates $30,000 for the prosecution of crimes. 

On amendment 226: Provides that no part of the money appropriated by the 
act shall be used in payment of a per diem compensation to any clerk or mar- 
shal for attendance in court except fordays when business is actually transacted 
in court, and when they attend under sections 583, 584,671,572, and 2013 ofthe 
Revised Statutes, which fact shall be certified in the approval of their accounts. 

On amendments 227 and 228: Provides for a stenographic clerk to each of the 
judges of the Supreme Court, at $1,600 per annum. 

On amendment 229: Appropriates $1,200 for increased clerical services in the 
Court of Claims. 

On amendments 230, 232, and 233: Appropriates $10,000 for purchase of works 
_ of art by the Joint Library Committee, and omite provisions for purchase of 
paintings The First Fight of Lronclads and Farming in Dakota. 

On amendmenis 234, 235, 236, 237, 238, and 239: Leaves the provisions touching 
the public printing just as passed by the House, except the provision touching 
printing for the scientific bureaus is agreed to and $95,000is appropriated forthe 
fifteen days’ leave of absence to employés, and $8,000 to protect the Printing Office 
building from fire. 

On amendment 243: Fifteen thousand five hundred dollars to construct an- 
other elevator in the Senate wing of the Capitol is stricken out and a separate 
section is inserted providing that the appropriations contained in the bill shall 
take effect from and after July 31, 1856. 

The bill as agreed upon appropriates in all $22,657,510.58, being $1,345,985.3 
more than as it passed the House, $1,760,864.74 less than as it passed the Senate, 
$10,897,090.01 less than the estimates for 1887, and $3,548,236.48 less than the law 
for 1836. 
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SAM J. RANDALI 

WM. H. FORNEY 

THOS. RYAN 
Manacers on the part of the House, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by 
increasing the pension of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or 
leg in the service, the return of which is requested by the House, had 
beiore the receipt of the request been enrolled, signed by the presiding 
officers of the two Houses, and delivered to the committee to be pre- 
sented to the President of the United States. 

The message also requested the return of the bill (8. 757) granting 
a pension to Helen Plunkett. 
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INCREASED PENSIONS FOR ONE-ARMED AND ONE-LEGGED SOLDIERS. 


The SPEAKER. Amessage from the Senate informs the House that 
the bill S. 2056, the return of which was requested by the House, had 
been sent to the President before the request wasreceived. The Chair 
now desires to have an order made requesting the President to return 
the bill. 

The Clerk read the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House (the Senate concurring), That the President be requested 
toreturn tothe House of Representatives the bill of the Senate (S. 2056) to amend 
the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have 
lost an arm or leg in the service. 


The resolution was adopted. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. It will be observed that this bill as now agreed to 
in conference is about three and a half millions of money less than the 
act of last year. I now ask the previous question on agreeing to the 
report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 


question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the report. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I greatly regret the unexampled increase of offices 


in this bill; but at this late hour I will not on that account retard the 
adoption of the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Most of them are in the land service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is an increase of salaries in this bill to the 
amount of $14,400. I think it isan unexampled increase. 

Mr. RANDALL. Most of the officers increased are under the land 
clauses of the bill. 


Mr. DUNN. My colleague from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 


made objection to the passage of this bill to-night. In his absence I 
must make the point of no quorum. 


Mr. RANDALL. Icommunicated with the gentleman and had an 
understanding with him on the subject. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not know what his objection was. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was that the Mississippi River Commission was 
not provided for. TI call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 23, not vot- 
ing 143; as follows: 

YEAS—156. 


Adams, J. J. Felton, Landes, Sayers, 

Allen, J. M. Fisher, Lanham, Scranton, 

Atkinson, Fleeger, Lehlbach, Seney, 

Baker, Ford, Libbey, 

Barnes, Forney, Lindsley, 

Belmont, Fuller, Little, 

Bingham, Funston, Lore, 

Bland, Gay, Lovering, 

Bound, Gibson, C. H. Lyman, 

Boyle, Gilfillan, Mahoney, 

Breckinridge, WCP. Glass, Markham, 

Brown, W. W. Goff, Maybury, St. in, 

Buchanan, Green, W.J. McAdoo, Stone, E. F. 

Buck, Grout, McComas, Stone, W.J., Ky. 

Bunnell, Guenther, McKenna, Strait, 

Burnes, Heard, Milliken, Struble, 

Burrows, Hemphill, Mitchell, Swinburne, 

Butterworth, Henderson, D.B. Morgan, Swope, 

Caldwell, Henderson, J.S. Muller, Symes, 

Campbell, Felix Henderson,T.J. Neal, Tarsney, 

Campbell, T. J. Hepburn, Negley, 

Cannon, Herbert, Nelson, 

Carleton, Hermann, Norwood, 

Clements, Hewitt, O Hara, 

Cobb, Hiestand, O'Neill, Charles 

Conger, Hill, Osborne, 

Crain, Hires, Parker, 

Crisp, Hiscock, 

Oulberson, Hitt, 

Curtin, Hopkins, i Weaver, A. J. 

Dargan, Hudd, Weber, 

Davis, Jackson, Price, West, 

Dibble, James, Randall, Wheeler, 

Dockery, Johnston, T. D. ey Whiting. 

Dougherty, Jones, J. H, Reid, J. W. Wilkins, 

Eldredge, King, Riggs, Willis, 

Evans, Kleiner, Rockwell, Wilson, 

Everhart, La Follette, Rowell, Wise, 

Farquhar, Laird, Ryan, Wolford. 
NA YS—23. 

Bennett, Frederick, Le Fevre, Richardson, 

Blanchard, Halsell, Lewry, Taulbee, 

Cooper, Hatch, MeMillin, aeanens, 


Cowles, Holman, McRae, allace, 
Daniel, Hutton, Neece, Weaver, J. B. 
O'Neill, J. J. 


Eden, ! affoon, 
NOT VOTING—143. 


Adams, G. E. Barbour, Boutelle, Burleigh, 
Aiken, Barksdale. Brady, Bynum, 


Allen, ©. H. Barry, Bragg, Cabell, 
Anderson, C. M Bayne, Breck C.R. Campbell, J. M. 
Anderson, J. A. Beach, Browne, T. Cam JE. 
Arnot, Bliss, Brown, ©. E. ’ 


Ballentine, Blount, Brumm, Caswell, 
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Catchings, Hall, Morrill, * 
Clardy, Hammond, Morrison, Snyder 

Collins, dan ; Morrow, Spriggs 
Compton, Harmer, Murphy, Steele, ' 
Comstock, Harris, Oates, Stewart, Charles 
Cox, Hayden, O’ Donnell, Stewart, J. w_ 


Croxton, Haynes, O’Ferrall, Stone, W.J.. Mo 
Cutcheon, Henley, Outhwaite, . 


Davenport, Holmes, Owen, 
Davidson, A.C. Houk, Payson, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Howard, Peel, 
Dawson, Irion, Perkins, Thomas, J. R. 
Dingley, Johpson, F. A. Peters, Throckmorton 
Dorsey, Johnston, J. T. Pettibone, Tillman, 
Dowdney, Jones, J.T. Phelps, Turner, 
Dunham, Kelley, Pindar, Van Schaick 
Dunn, Ketcham, Plumb, Viele, 
Lawler, Ranney, Wadsworth 
Long, Reed, T. B. Wait, , 
Louttit, Reese, Wakefield 
Martin, Rice, Ward, J. H. 
Matson, Robertson, Ward, T. B. 
McCreary, Rogers, Wellborn, 
Geddes, McKinley Romeis, White, A.C, 
Gibson, Eustace Merriman, Sadler, White, Milo 
Glover, Millard, Sawyer, Winans, 
Green, R. 8. Miller, Scott, Woodburn. 
Grosvenor, Mills, Sessions, Worthington, 
Hale, Moffatt, Singleton, 

So the report was agreed to. 

During the roll-call, 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair will state to gentlemen who are paired 
that they are permitted by the terms of their pairs to vote to make g 
quorum. 

Mr. DARGAN. Thegentleman from Georgia, Mr. BLOUNT, requested 
me to state that he was compelled to leave the Hall on account of sic¢k- 
ness. 

Mr. PERKINS. I was not in the Hall when my name was called, 
I request permission to vote. I came in before the call was completed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the rule the gentleman's 
request can not be entertained. 

Mr. DUNN. Has a quorum voted? 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the reading of the names be dispensed 
with. 

There was no objection. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. GEepDEs with Mr. Jonnston, of Indiana, until further notice 

Mr. Davipson, of Alabama, with Mr. SwInBuRNE, until further 
notice. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KELLEY, for the rest of this day 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Wuirte, for the rest of this dav. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconside 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NORFOLK, VA. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on |’ublic Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (5. 4°) to 
provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Noriolk, in 
the State of Virginia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the amendments and « 
companying report, orlered to be printed. 


SALES FOR TAXES IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of ‘Ohio, from the Committee on the District of Oo- 
lumbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation the }i!! > 
634) relating to sales for taxes in the District of Columbia; which w%s 
referred to the House committee, and, with the accompanying reper 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NORFOLK, VA. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee 07 
Buildings and Grounds, reported back with amendmeu's ‘’ 
482) to provide for the erection of a public building in th° 
Norfolk, Va.; which was read a first and second time, reierre" 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 00" 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS DENMEAD. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Committee on the Distriv! 0! 
lumbia, also reported back with a favorable recommendation the ' 
(S. 766) for the relief of Francis Denmead; which was reierre! © \ 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, w'\)'* 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

YOUNG MEN’S CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Committee on the District 0!“ 
lumbia, also back with a favorable recommendation the 0" 
(S. 1188) to cxempt the y of the Young Men’s Christ'an A“ 
ciation of Was):ington, D. C., from taxation; which was referred to “° 


Smalls, 


Storm, 

Taylor, E. B 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, J.M 








is 





Co- 
— 
pul 
Se la 


the 





1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7943 





! 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
TAX ON REAL ESTATE AGENTS IN DISTRICT. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill | 
(S. 1882) to repeal parts of an act relating to tax on the business of real- | 
estate agents in the District of Columbia, approved June 20, 1872; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANNA EGAN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(S. 2037) for the relief of Mary Anna Egan; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HYDROPHOBIA. 


Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred a resolution authorizing the Surgeon-General of the Army to 
obtain statistics as to symptoms, mode of treatment, rate of death or 
recovery from hydrophobia and tetanus, reported the same back with 
amendments; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
amendments, ordered to be printed. 

And then (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House, in accord- 
ance with its previous order, adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of Marcellus J. Edwards; of Achabald 
Smith, son of John H. Smith, deceased; and of Mart L. Covington, of 
Richmond County, North Carolina, asking that their war claims be re- 
ferred to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KING: Concurrent resolution of the General Assembly of 
Louisiana, relative to the establishment of a navy-yard on the Missis- 
sippi River in the fifth municipal district of the city of New Orleans— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Eliza S. Jones and others, for reim- 
bursement under treaty of Ghent for property destroyed by the British 
in the war of 1812—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of Christian Shupp, of Washington County, 
Maryland, for paymentof war claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Papersrelating to the case of John A. 
Wagner for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of J. W. Scott and others, in favor of the 
Weaver bill for paying the soldiers the difference in pay between green- 
backs and gold—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petition, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired, was referred to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. HIRES: Petition of citizens of Bridgeton, N. J. 





SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, August 4, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
_ The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pre tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for purposes, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in reply to a resolu- 
tion of July 21, 1886, certain information relative to land entries can- 
celed for fraud after investigation by special agents, &c.; which was 
read. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Ihecommunication, with the accom- 
panying papers, will be laid on the table and be printed, if there be no 
| objection. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. It will not be necessary now to print it, I think 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It had better be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thecommunication, with th« n- 
panying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Public La ind 
printed as a matter of course. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Salina, Kans., pray- 
ing for the passage of certain bills relative to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Ogdensburg, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part 
of the Treasury surplus; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbh‘a, to 

whom was referred the bill (S. 2761) to incorporate the Windsor ![utel 


Company of the District of Columbia, reported it with an any 
Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Ciaims, submitted the 1 


ing report: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred petition of Al) 
Washington, D. C., have carefully considered the same, ani,ina ce W 


the resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1884, report as follows 
That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions 


of an act entitled “‘An act to afford assistance and relief to Convress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government,’ approved March 3, 1883. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred Senate Executive Document No. 52, Forty-ninth Congress, first 


session, being a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting in com- 
pliance with law an abstractof the militia forcesof the United States, 
moved that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1432) for the relief of Alfred Hedberg, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say that that is by no means a unan- 
imous report, and I shall ask leave hereafter to submit a minority re- 
port. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9895) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley Railway Company, re- 
ported it without amendment, and asked for its present consideration, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be placed on the Calendar 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont just to 
allow me to explain it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made and the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will look at it by and by. 

Mr. ALLISON. [report back from the Committee on Appropriations 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 213) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay certain expenses incurred by special agents and experts of 
the Bureau of Labor during the month of July, 1886, and I ask that 
it may be immediately considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that just now reported? 

| Mr. ALLISON. Just this moment. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be explained subject to objection. 

| Mr. ALLISON. The Bureau of Labor has had during the month of 
| July persons engaged in gathering statistics, &c., under the law, and 
| there is no appropriation whereby they can be paid. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does that happen? 

Mr. ALLISON. It happens from the fact that there was no appro- 
priation last year for this service. These persons have been on duty 
under the legislative appropriation bill during the month of July, but 
the legislative appropriation bill did not pass until a few days ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it is a mere illustration of the method of 
appropriating 














The PRESIDENT pre te mpore. 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 
Mr. PLUMB. I object. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made the joint reso- 
lution will be placed on the Calendar. 
| TESTIMONIALS TO ULYSSES 8S. GRANT. 
Mr. SEWELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Library, 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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to whom was referred the joint resolution (8. R. 46) accepting from 
William H. Vanderbilt and Julia Dent Grant objects of value and art 
presented by various foreign governments to the late General Ulysses 
8. Grant, to report it without amendment. I ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not object at all, but I am very confident 
(probably it did not pass the House) that at a former session the Sen- 
ate passed a similar resolution. 

Mr. SEWELL. It was passed by the Senate last year, but did not 
pass the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate had gladly taken the collection. Is 
this the same sort of resolution ? 

Mr. SEWELL. It ischanged a little so as to place the objects in the 
custody of the Director of the National Museum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read, 
subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the preamble and joint resolution, as follows: 

Whereas William H, Vanderbilt and Julia Dent Grant, by deed of trust ex- 
ecuted on the 10th day of January, 1885, presented to the United States certain 
swords, medals, paintings, bronzes, portraits, commissions and addresses, and 
objects of value and art presented by various governments in the world to Gen- 
eral Ulysses 8. Grantas tokens of their high appreciation of his illustrious char- 
acter as a soldier and a statesman: Therefore, 

Resolved, &c., That the United States accept, with grateful acknowledgments, 
the said property and articles, more fully described in the schedule attached to 
said deed of trust, to be held by the United States and preserved and protected 
~ city of Washington for the use and inspection of the people of the United 

Sro. 2. That the said property and articles be placed under the custody of the 
Director of the National Museum; and he is hereby directed to receive the same 
for safe-keeping therein. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thequestion is, Shall the joint reso- 
lution pass? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We ought to take notice of the fact in regard to 
the form of the resolution that William H. Vanderbilt, since that gift 
was made so generously, has died. Whether there would be any diffi- 
culty in that form of stating it I do not know. 

Mr.SEWELL. Ishould think not, because the communication was 
from William H. Vanderbilt. ‘There will be no difficulty about ac- 
cepting the articles. 

The joint resolution was passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2889) granting a pension to 
George W. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2890) donating certain lots to the 
city of Saint Augustine, Fla., for public schools, parks, and a public 
library; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, 


) \AEPORT ON IRRIGATION. 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be directed to furnish to the 
Senate early at its next session such information on the subject of irrigation as 
he may have gathered and prepared for publication. 


EXTENSION OF STREETS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. MAHONE. I offer the following resolution, and ask that it 
may be considered at this time: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby di- 
rected to report to the Senate at its next meeting in December in detail the es- 
timated cost of extending the streets and avenues on the northern boundary of 
the city of Washington as proposed by Senate bill 2201. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is thereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am in favor of that; but living out in that 
country neighborhood I am somewhat interested, with everybody else 
in that direction, in regard to the form of extension, whether it should 
be on the rectangular and diagonal plan of right and acute and obtuse 
angles, or whether, on account of the contour of the hills and bluffs 
there, the form of the extension should 1.0t accommodate itself in some 
degree at least to the shape of the surfice of the earth, as I think it 
ought. 

Therefore I should be glad, if the Seuator from Virginia is willing, 
to add to the resolution a direction that the commissioners report upon 
the subject of the best form of the extension in respect of the arrange- 
ment of streets in regard to the contour of the land. Has the Senator 
from Virginia any objection to that? 

Mr. MAHONE. None whatever. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _Is the resolution just offered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is just offered. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear it read again. Iam not 
certain that I shall concur in its passage just now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to add to the resolution: 


And that the said commissioners report what in their opinion is the best p] in 
for such extension in regard to the angles and lines of the streets and the co: " 
tour of the ground. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME ACCOUNTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted August 2, 1886, by the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. SEWELL], which comes over under objection. The resolution wii] 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish the Senate 
atthe next session of Congressan estimate of the amount due the Soldiers’ Home 
on the books of the Treasury Department, said estimate to be based on amounts 
already ascertained for certain years, allowing for increase of number of men 
and increase of pay and bounties during and subsequent to the war. 


to the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

R. A. FENNELL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
a resolution reported yesterday by the Senator from North Carolina Mr, 
VANCE] from the Committee on Contingent Expenses, which comes over 
under objection. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That one month’s pay, from 15th April to the 15th May, be paid by 


the Secretary of the Senate, out of the contingent fund of the Senate,to Rk, 4, 
Fennell, a messenger removed from office. 


Mr. PLUMB. I object to that resolution. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the resolution 
goes over. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT YONKERS, N. Y. 


Mr. MILLER. I move to take up Order of Business 1874, being the 
bill (S. 1597) for the erection of a public building at Yonkers, N. Y. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committce of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase or otherwise provide a site and cause to be erected thereon 
a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof vauits, for the use und 
accommodation of the post-office and for other Government uses, at Yonkers, 
N. Y. The site, and building thereon, when completed upon plans and speci- 
fications to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall not exceed in cost the sum of $100,000; nor shall any site be purchased 
until estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient ac 
commodations for the transaction of the public business, and which shal! not ex 
ceed in cust the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been 
purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the [reas- 
ury; and no purchase of site nor plan for said building shall be approved by the 


‘ 


Secretary of the Treasury invloving an expenditure exceeding the said sui of 
$100,000 for site and building; and the site purchased shal! leave the building 
unexpcesed to danger from fire by an open space of at least 40 feet, including 
streetsandalleys: Provided, That no partof said sum shall be expended witla 
valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until tlie state 
of New York shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereo!, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State aud 
the service of civil process therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
HELEN PLUNKETT. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, '' 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance witb its request, the bill 
(S. 757) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate passed a few days ago this bill to give 
pension to the widow of Sergeant Plunkett, asoldier of great distinct, 
who had lost both arms. By a mistake he was described as serving!" 
Company A instead of Company E, and the comrades of his company 
are very much concerned in not having this gointo history erroneous’), 
they want to claim him for their own company. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill which has been sent back ‘rom 
the House may be taken up at this time and amended by striking om” 
the letter ‘‘A’’ and inserting the letter ‘‘E’’ after the word ‘company co 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Cha’ 
will lay the bill before the Senate. The Senator from Massachuse' d 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered to 4 thir 
reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. ‘k 

Mr. HOAR. After the word “‘company,”’ in line 6, I move to st"! ¢ 
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out the letter ‘‘A’’ and insert the letter ‘‘E;’’ so as to read, ‘‘Com- 

ny E, Twenty-first Massachusetts Volunteers.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask to take up three bills passed by 
the House to remove political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth | 
amendment. I do this at the suggestion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. It will not take five minutes to pass them. 
The first bill is Order of Business 1856, House bill 8192. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi moves | 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8192) to 
remove the political disabilities of J. R. Eggleston, of Mississippi. 

Mr. INGALLS. I rise to inquire, sir, about the proposed order of 
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business, and to know whether the action to-day is to be in the nature 
of a grab game or whether there is to be some just and equitable ac- 
tion upon matters now on the Calendar. 

I presume that every Senator has some bills upon the Calendar 
upon which he would like to invite action; but if the time is to be 
farmed out by the Chair among the different Senators, I suggest that 
a much more reasonable course would be to call the list alphabetically, 
so that each Senator may have an opportunity. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. HOAR. Beginning with the letter A. 

Mr. INGALLS. Beginning with the letter A, or beginning with 
the letter Z and going backward. But I respectfully submit that it is 
unjust and improper and unparliamentary to allow certain favored 
Senators by reason of extra diligence or importunity, like the widow 
in the Scripture, to obtain advantages that are denied to others. 

Here are seventy House bills on the Calendar, seventy bills reported 
from the committees, which have been acted upon by the House and 
upon which alone any definite and final and formal action can be had 
at this session which will be of any benefit to anybody; and I protest 
against the method that is now being carried on of farming out the 
floor in violation of the orders of the body by arrangements with the 
President pro tempore to the exclusion of others who have exactly the 
same rights as those who are recognized. 

In order to reach some practical result I suggest for the considera- 
tion of the Senate either that we proceed to consider cases reported on 
the Calendar which have been acted upon by the House of Representa- 
tives, or that the committees be called to enable the chairman of each 
committee to call up such bills as he may think it is desirable to invite 
action upon, or else that the list of the Senate be called alphabetically, 
so that every man may have a chance. 

4 Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Kansas yield fora sugges- 
on ? 

Mr. INGALIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that we take up the Calendar of bills 
passed by the House and reported favorably by Senate committees and 
act upon those which are unobjected to. I believe we can pass every 
unobjectionable House bill that is upon the Calendar sooner than we 
can dispose of one or two in this wrangle. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I believe-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair ought to put the request 
of the Senator from Mississippi. He yields, the Chair understands. 

Mr. GEORGE. I suppose we might dispose of that bill without 
further time. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That bill will be disposed of under the rule pro- 


Mr. GEORGE. I have no objection to the course suggested by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe that the greatest public service the Sen- 
ate can do to-day is not to pass any bills at all. If we are to adjourn 
to-night, the necessary procedure of enrollment and the signature of 
the presiding officers, even taking House bilis, would get a great 
amount of bills to the Chief Magistrate some time late this afternoon 
or evening, which is always unjust treatment to him, and which would 
very likely result, as I should hope it would, in not asingleone of them 
being signed; and then the people who want to pass these measures are 
i a worse condition than they would be to leave the bills on the Cal- 
endar, for the reason that being left on the Calendar they will be ready 
for immediate action on the first Monday in December next, and going 
to the President and failing because he does not sign them they are 
dead and gone and must be begun again de novo. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that there are quite a large number of 

here which are very short ones, and where the enrollment will 
take but a short time, and the enrollment can be readily done, and 
the President can read them over in a few moments. ‘There are a 
number of others which of course will take more time, but I think the 
cases which would not be objected to are such as could be enrolled in 
4 very short time, and would receive the approval of the President at 
once and become laws. 

I therefore move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bills possed by the House of Representatives and favorably reported by 
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Senate committees, and which may be unobjected to, taking them in 
their order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatcan only be done by unanimous 
consent. The Senator from Missouri asks the unanimous consent of 
the Senate that the Senate now proceed to the Calendar of unobjected 
House cases. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Mississippi is recognized. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 
8192) to remove the political disabilities of J. R. Eggleston, of Missis- 
sippi. It can be passed in a minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this request? 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8192) to remove the political disabilities of 
J. R. Eggleston, of Mississippi. 

Mr. INGALLS. Pending that request, I wish to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations as to the condition of the public busi- 
ness, what the indications are about the main appropriation bills, and 
when it will be possible to act upon the resolution for an adjournment 
sine die. 

It is important, as has been suggested by the Senator from Vermont, 
that we should know something about this before proceeding further, 
because, as has been stated by him, under the parliamentary practice 
bills which are taken off the Calendar to-day, having been passed by 
the House, and which are acted upon favorably by the Senate, if they 
are not approved by the President perish, whereas if they were allowed 
to remain on the Calendar until the next session they would survive 
and might be acted upon favorably. 

Therefore, unless we are to continue in session sufficiently long to en- 
able the bills which are acted upon to-day to reach the President with 
the necessary time for deliberation, the last state of those bills is worse 
than the first. I trust we may have some explanation from the Sen- 
ator from Iowa as to the probability of the time when we can adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. The deficiency bill and the sundry civil bill, two 
important bills, have just been signed by the Presiding Officer, and I 
presume are now ready to go to the President, and the river and har- 
bor bill also, which is an appropriation bill, but not under the care of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
President of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad to know that. The fortification bill has 
passed both Houses; the Senate has asked for a committee of conference, 
and I think the House has not yet granted that conference. I have 
heard floating through the air in some sort of chaotic way a rumor 
that it is not the intention of the House of Representatives to pass the 
fortification bill at this session. 

Mr. DAWES. I will say that I have been informed, unofficially of 
course, that a committee of conference will be appointed in a few min- 
utes upon the bill by the House; but I must agree with the Senator, 
that I fear there is very little probability that the bill will get through. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to state that I think it unnecessary for 
us at this moment to prolong this session with the hope that the forti- 
fication bill will be disposed of. I know of noother thing that will de- 
tain us here beyond the time necessary for the President to examine the 
three bills which I have named, and either sign them or withhold his 
signature. 

So I see no impediment in the way of providing now for an adjourn- 
ment, say at 10 o’clock to-night, and if in order I will call up the ad- 
journment resolution now, in order that that matter may be disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the adjournment resolution will not be 
acted on now. 

Mr. CHACE, I hope the Senator will bear with me. There area 
few little things which we ought to act upon at this session, and among 
others is a little bill I have charge of, from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, which is a matter of a great deal of interest to 
the people. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me for a moment, I only 
desire-to state what is necessary with reference to the appropriation 
bills, those bills necessary to carry on the Government. 

Mr. CHACE. Certainly; but here is this little bill, which has been 
on the Calendar for quite a length of time. I have been endeavoring 
day after day to get.the floor fora few minutes to call it up. It relates 
to the extension of the special mail-delivery system. The people now 
are demanding that this service shall be extended. It now applies to 
about four hundred post-offices in the country. The Post-Ofijce De- 
partment are very anxious. They are put to a great deal of trouble. 
The people are very anxious. It is one of the little things that are of 
a good deal of importance. 

The bill has passed the House and is awaiting action by the Senate, 
and will undoubtedly be signed instantly when it arrives at the White 
House. I ask that the Senate will take that bill up and pass it now. 

Mr. GEORGE, I have the right of way. 

Mr. CHACE. Then after the matter the Senator from Mississippi 
has in charge is disposed of. 


Objection being made, the Senator 


All three bills are onthe way to the 
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ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. give the my + “hts ——_ ae to consider and act upon the Various 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the request of the Senator | important bills now in his hands. ese 
from Mississippi, does he yield to the eopebiiearel the Senator from |. Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Iowa intimates in a way ¢),; 
Iowa to call up the adjournment resolution ? indicates he has some mysterious information, that it will be impo. 
Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. ble to adjourn at the hour named in the original proposition—;},.; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Iowa moves that | #t 4 o’clock p.m. I should like to know why. 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution of the House | Mr. COCKRELL. And then why he thought that hour would q 
relating to final adjournment, which will be read. yesterday and thinks it would not do to-day, and thinks that 10 o'clock 
The Cuter CLERK. The resolution is: to-morrow will do. May he not be mistaken to-morrow morning a 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- belly asheisnew? : es 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare | ,. Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator from Iowa why it 1s that, | 
their respective Houses adjourned sine die— ae we oe es at 4, he is convinced ie. can adjourn at | 
a ofa ‘ P understand there is nothing necessary to provide for except an ini, 
As proposed to be amended: val to enable the Executive to sign the pending appropriation bills 
and if we are togive him the constitutional period that he is entit), d 
Mr. ALLISON. I move in lieu of ‘4 o’clock p. m.”’ to insert “10 | to upon the bills the time of adjournment must be postponed for { 
o'clock p. m.’’ days, the bills having reached him to-day. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the I suppose the sundry civil appropriation bill and the deficiency o». 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. propriation bill will undoubtedly receive the signature of the Pxom 
Mr. COCKRELL, I hope the Senator will not insist upon passing | tive. The only bill about which there isany doubt isthe bil] mak; 
the resolution now. We can not possibly fix any time at this moment; | appropriations for rivers and harbors, and we ought to be advised j, 
and by deferring it for a few hours we can probably tell exactly when | some way, directly or indirectly, by some friend of the administration, 
we can adjourn. If the President signs promptly the billswhich have | as to the probable fate of that bill. 
gone to him we may adjourn this evening, and we may not be able to Mr. GEORGE. Now, Mr. President—— 
adjourn at 10 o’clock to-morrow or even at 4 o’clock to-morrow. Mr. INGALLS. Iwas proceeding to say, when interrupted by ¢), 
Several SENATORS. To-day. Senator from Mississippi, that inasmuch as the only question of doy}; 
Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is placing the Senate in an awkward | is whether there is to be approval or disapproval of the bill mak. 
position to be bound to adjourn ata particularhour. I see no occasion | ing appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors, we 
for action upon the resolution at this time. ought not to be held here in a condition of uncertainty waiting {or jp- 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It goes back to the House. They have the ap- | formation as to whether that bill is to be signed or whether it is to be 
propriation bills, and they can change it after it goes back, if necessary. | disapproved; and I trust that we shall have information that wil! en- 
Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senate will not fix the hour of final’| able us to act intelligently on that subject, because if that is done, 
adjournment now. The resolution can lie on the table without preju- | then we can just as well adjourn at 4 0’clock this afternoon as at | 
dice, and we can have further information perhaps during the day | o’clock to-night or 12 o’clock to-morrow. 
which will enable us to determine positively the hour. Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, | have no mysterious information 
As was suggested by the Senator from Missouri, there are important | respecting thie matter. When the Committee on Appropriations re. 
bills in the hands of the Executive yet, and he should have some time | ported 4 o’clock this afternoon as the hour of adjournment, we were 
to consider them. The river and harbor bill passed finally last night; | informed by theenrolling officers of the Housethat the sundry civil bil! 
it has just been enrolled this morning, and has received the signature | and the deficiency bill would be enrolled by 10 o’clock last night and 
of the President of the Senate. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not | that they could be signed by the presiding officers of the two Houses i! 
press the resolution at this time. the two Houses remained in session, whereupon straightway the House 
Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that he modify | of Representatives adjourned at 5 o’clock, making it impossible for 
his amendment to the House resolution, and fix the hour at 11 or 12 | those bills to reach the President last night, as they would have reached 
o’clock to-morrow, which will give the President ample time to con- | the President if the two Houses had remained in session until 1() or 11 
sider and act in a satisfactory manner upon the important bills which | o’clock. Thus the bills which were to go to the President last nig 
have gone to him within the last ten or twelve hours. early this morning will reach him now about 1 o’clock to-day. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Tennessee Mr. INGALLS. He has them now. 
make that motion? Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kansas has mysterious inform 
Mr. HARRIS. I move to amend by fixing the hour at 12 0’clock to- | tion that these bills have already reached the President. 
morrow. Mr. INGALLS. The President of the Senate informed us ten mi- 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is an amendment to an amendment pend- | utes ago that they were then on their way to the White House 
ing already. Mr. ALLISON. But the President has not informed us that they 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that this is | have arrived at the White House. I submit that the Senate has no 1n- 
an amendment in the second degree. The Senator from Iowa moved | formation, other than mysterious information, that the President's n0¥ 
to amend by striking out 4 o’clock and inserting 10 0’cloek. TheSen- | considering those bills. Speaking not forthe committee, it seems ma: 
ator from Tennessee moves to amend that amendment by inserting 12 | ifest to me that courtesy to the President of the United States woud 
o’clock to-morrow. justify us in allowing him an opportunity at least to turn over 1 
Mr. EDMUNDS. lLunderstood that the Committee on Appropria- | leaves of those two bills and see whether or not he desires to 
tions reported the resolution with an amendment, and that the Senator | them before we adjourn these two Houses without day. 
from Iowa has moved to amend that amendment by striking out ‘‘4”’ For these reasons I suggested 10 o'clock to-night instead of 40 co 
and inserting ‘‘10.’’ ‘The Senator from Tennessee now moves to amend | this afternoon, to give a leeway of six hours; that is all. 
that by striking out ‘‘10’’ and inserting something else. I should Mr. INGALLS. The legislative, executive, and judicial approp™ 
think that was in the third degree. tion bill was signed within a very brief space of time after it reacted 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator | the President, because with his customary diligence and capacity 1 
from lowa as modifying the former amendment. labor he had familiarized himself, we were informed, with the 1’ 
Mr. EDMUNDS. He can not modify a committee amendment. its progress through the two Houses, and was therefore in  conditot 
Mr. HOARK. Is this resolution, being a resolution for adjournment | of information that enabled him to affix his signature prompt!y ¥2" 
to-day as distinguished from another day, debatable ? the enrolled bill reached him, and I have no doubt that the sume cours 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that a con- | will be taken with regard to the other two, and that we s!:!), 1! 
current resolution of the two Houses fixing the time for adjournment | make the necessary inquiry, be advised within an bour whether ** 
is debatable. can notas well adjourn at 4 o’clock this afternoon as at 1() 0 clock 85 
Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa if his proposi- | evening or at 12 o’clock to-morrow noon. - 
tion of this morning is by direction of the Committee on Appropriations | Mr. McMILLAN. Both the sundry civil bill and the river 10) 
or of his individual motion? The only reason why I ask the question | bor bill are still unsigned. They probably have not reached te" 
is that the point of order suggested by the Senator from Vermont is | ecutive office yet, because they were only signed in our presence 8" 
doubtless well taken unless it is the action of the committee, which | minutes ago by the President of the Senate. ; mh 
then — be a modification of its fomer recommendation. I feel a deep interest in the sundry civil bill; but it is of a chan" 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But the committee can not modify their amend- | entirely different from the legislative and executive bill. 12° °?"" 
ment without consent. tions of the Government are absolutely dependent upon the )a“'-" 4 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say that I make this modification on my | the legislative bill. The President therefore, of course, had exam! ae 
own motion, knowing asa matter of fact that it is impossible forustoad- | that bill fully before it arrived in its enrolled form at his ofice: bat “ 
journ at the hour fixed by the committee day before yesterday, when | sundry civil bill is not so essential to the operations of the Gove" 
this matter was considered by the Committee on Appropriations. and I desire that that bill may be passed without any doubt Deo" 
Mr. INGALLS. Why? agree to a time for adjournment. _ 
Mr. HARRIS. Then I will ask the Senator from Iowa to modify it | Now, with reference to the sundry civil bill and the riverand bar’ “ 
so as to fix an hour to-morrow which we may be absolutely sure will | bill, if we may judge by the expression of the Senate, the oppos'!"" 


1S, 


at 4 o'clock p. m., August 4, 


Fi 
i 
’ 
c. F 
. 
ie : 
oy ; 
i | 
Ey 
st 
a 
a 








ck 


ned 


100 
hen 


urse 








1886. 





the sundry civil bill here was more decided and the debate showed | 
more hostility upon the part of Senators to that bill than it did upon | 
the final passage of the river and harbor bill. So the doubt existing as 
to the approval of the sundry civil bill I think is much greater than in 
regard to the riverand harbor bill. Both are important to the operations 
of the Government, and I think we should give due time for them to 
receive the approval of the President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can get information a little later about this, 
and I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. We shall know a little better how this matter stands in the 
course of an hour or two. 

Mr. CHACE. I hope we shall not now go into executive session. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us pass this little bill first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will not the Senator from Vermont withdraw the 
motion for a moment until we can get the political disabilities of a gen- 
tleman removed? It will not take a minute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must take the sense of the Senate on it. 
are some executive matters that require attention. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened. 

J. R. EGGLESTON. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 8192. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8192) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of J. R. Eggleston, of Mississippi. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed—two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2056) to amend 
the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who 
have lost an arm or leg in the service, with amendments in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropri- 
ations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other 
purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the said bill 
and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Forney, Mr. RANDALL, 
= Mr. BUTTERWORTH managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse, 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 885) to relieve the State of Colorado from charges on ac- 
count of ordnance stores furnished to the Stato and Territory; and 

A bill (S. 2438) to authorize the Postmaster-General to allow com- 
pensation to railroad companies in certain cases for apartment service 
heretofore furnished pursuant to agreement. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of Enols Loyd; 

A bill (H. R. 3908) for the relief of John Ellis; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 209) permitting the public building au- 
thorized by act of Congress approved June 13, 1886, at Savannah, Ga., 
to be located not less than 40 feet from any other building, instead of 
50 feet, as provided in said act. 

NEW ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURG RAILROAD GRANT, 


Mr. EUSTIS. I move that Order of Business 1857, House bill 3186, 
be made a special order for the second Monday in December next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana moves 
that a bill the title of which will be read be made the special orier 
for the second Monday in December next. 

The Corer CLerK. ‘‘A bill (H. R. 3186) to declare a forfeiture of 
lands granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Ruil- 
road Company, to confirm title to certain lands, and for other purpose:.’’ 

_Mr. EDMUNDS. It must first be taken up, and then we will con- 
sider whether we shall make it a special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. By what committee was that bill reported? 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS. By what member of that committee? 
Mr. HOAR. Your colleague [Mr. PLums]. 


There 
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Mr. INGALLS. In the absence of my colleague I object to a dispo- 
sition of measures coming from the committee of which he is chairman 
until we are advised of his wishes in the matter. Is the Senator from 
Louisiana a memlser of that committee? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Lam not. I have consulted the chairman of that 
committee and every other member of the committee that I know, and 
they have said that they have no objection whatever to my motion. 

Mr. TELLER. I think there is no objection to the motion 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the mo- 
tion is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The first motion is to take up the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro t mpore. The question 18 on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill referred to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I should like to know what the billis. Let 
it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The title of the bill will give all the information. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a land-grant forfeiture bill. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘A bill (H. R. 3186) to declare a forfeiture of 
lands granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Kail- 
road Company, to confirm title to certain lands, and for other purposes.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to pass it now if it is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator insist on the read 
ing of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that important amendments have 
been made in the bill as it came from the House, and I should like to 
hear what they are. 

Mr. TELLER. There are no amendments made to the bill at all 
It is a House bill, and the bill is reported to the Senate as it came to 
the Senate. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It is a House bill reported without amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has not the Senate passed a bill on the same subject ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the bill read. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the bill is read IL ask the Senator from Louisi- 
ana—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. 
tion I make. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. EUSTIS. 
next session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

Mr. INGALLS. One moment. The Senator from Colorado assures 
me that there has been no amendment. Iam confident that there is 
some difficulty in the committee about that bill. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a minority. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think that there is either a disagreement on the 
bill as it came from the House or two reports. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will just allow me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill being d 
manded nothing is in order until it is read. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word before the bill is read. The 
Senator from Louisiana does not desire to have the bill now considered. 

Mr. PLATT. Why not? 

Mr. TELLER. Because it will bring a long discussion before the 
Senate. The Senator from Nebraska [|Mr. VAN Wyck] who joined 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] in his views on the bill 
also desires to have it deferred. I believe all of the committee have 
agreed that this is not a proper time to take up the bill for consider- 
ation at this session. ‘There are no amendments reported to the bill. 
It is a bill that will probably take two or three days when it comes up, 
and the suggestion of the Senator from Louisiana is to make it the order 
of business for a certain day at the next session, and no member of the 
committee, I understand, objects to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask permission to say one word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is totally out of order pend- 
ing a call for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Lheard the Chair so announce; but two Senators have 
addressed the Chair since. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read, and then the Senator can de- 
bate it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As soon as the bill is read the Chair 
will recognize the Senator from Arkansas with pleasure. The reading 
is insisted on. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. The bili was reported back by a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands asit came from the House. The Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck ] and myself, as members of the Committee 
on Public Lands, did not agree to the majority report from the fac‘ 
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that it confirms the title of the railroad company to a large amount of 
these lands while it forfeits some others. We were unwilling to make 
that confirmation, and therefore, as a minority of the committee, we de- 
clined to agree to it. It is impossible, however, that it should be con- 
sidered at this session, as it was only reported a few daysago. The 
Senator from Louisiana, as I understand, agrees to the view that the 
Senator from Nebraska and myself take of thisquestion. Therefore I, 
together with all the rest of the committee, was willing that the bill 
should be postponed until such time as it could be fairly considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, this is a House bill. It is one of 
those House bills that through the newspapers have excited great pub- 
lic attention; and many or some of the leading newspapers have re- 
proached the Senate of the United States for its delay in not passing 
this bill which came to the Senate on the 24th of July—not long ago 
to be sure—as being one of those land-grant forfeiture bills where there 
was to be restored to the people from the grasping avarice of corpora- 
tions, &c., public land—a very good thing todo indeed. But on hear- 
ing this bill read and reading it myself, the error in the bill, to begin 
with, is the untruth of its title. It is a bill to cover up and secure in 
favor of a railroad company lands to which it is not entitled, while it 
calls itself a forfeiture bill and does forfeit some land that the company 
do not care anything about apparently. It confirms all the rest, and 
then provides that they shall have the benefit of this, and that the set- 
tlers are to be disposed of in one way and another. 

All that I care about it now is to make the statement I have made 
for the benefit of whomever it may concern, as it appears on the face of 
this bill that its title is an entirely deceptive one and it is a bill to con- 
firm a long since expired grant instead of a bill to forfeit it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I move that this bill be made the special order for 
the second Monday in December next. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Be postponed until that day? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Postponed and made a special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana meves 
that this bill be postponed until the second Monday of December next 
and made a special order for that time. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I am opposed to the bill and I want it discussed. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire if this is a debatable motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it is a 
debatable motion. 

Mr. HOAR. A motion to make a bill a special order—is that de- 
batable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to postpone is debatable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire simply to say that I was not present at 
the time this bill was considered by the Committee on Public Lands, 
and I have not been able to read either the views of the majority or 
those of the minority, and while the question is now up I desire to 
state that I do not wish to be considered as indorsing the views of the 
majority, for I have not had time to consider them. { was compelled 
to be in conference at the time the bill was considered in committee, 
nor have I seen the views of the minority. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to make a similar explanation so far as my 
presence or knowledge of the action of the Committee on Public Lands 
on this bill is concerned. I do not desire at this time to express an 
opinion on the merits of the bill, for Iam not acquainted with 
them. 

Mr. TELLER. This is a matter that has probably had more exam- 
ination, more care, and more attention than any other public measure 
that has been presented to Congress for years. The Senator from Ver- 
mont rises and with great positiveness declares that this is a wrong 
grant which ought not to be made. I do not propose at this time to 
discuss that. It was the understanding that this bill was to go over. 
The principle of this bill had the careful attention of the Department 
for several years while I was Secretary of the Interior, and I issued the 
patent myself, or at least had it done. The present Secretary of the 
Interior, after listening to argument for weeks, decided that the com- 
pany were entitled to the patent for the remainder of the land, and this 
bill is for the purpose of giving them that land and proteciing certain 
settlers in an agreement made with the railroad company. 

But while I do not desire to take up the bill now, and the under- 
standing with the Senators opposed to it was that it should not be taken 
up now, I do not intend to allow a statement of that kind from the 
Senator from Vermont to go into the REcoRD without at least saying 
that I think I know as much about the bill as he does, and to say in 
fact that I do not think he knows anything about it at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds of the Senators present voting 
in the affirmative. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
announced the appointment of Mr. HEMPHILL as a manager on the 
part of the House on the bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the in- 
terests of the United States in the Potomac Ri ver Flatsin the District 
of Columbia, in place of Mr. REAGAN excused. 
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BEAUFORT LEE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HOAR. { move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 1720, being the bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief of 
Beaufort Lee and others, which was reported from the Committee on 
Claims by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be read for information, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby , 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwisa 
appropriated, the following specified sums to ae herein named, for 
services rendered as laborers in the employ of the use of Representatives of 
the Forty-fifth Congress, namely : 

To Beaufort Lee, the sum of $180. 

To Alexander Thomas, the sum of $260. 

To James.Hall, the sum of $260. 

To Charles Carter, the sum of $260. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report? 

Mr. HOAR. There is a report, but I will state in two minutes what 
the case is. Some five or six years ago there was some trouble about 
the rolls kept by the Sergeant-at-Arms or Doorkeeper of the House of 
Representatives, and there were sixty days when none of those em- 
ployés had their accounts allowed. Bills have been passed allowing 
every one of them at this session of Congress except these very smal] 
sums of poor colored laborers. They were on the roll and did the 
work, and are entitled to their money. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to inquire why it was that if provis- 
ion has been made for the other employés, by special or general bill, 
these were omitted? 

Mr. HOAR. It was a mere accident on the part of the Senator from 
Arkansas, who reported the others and did not report these. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask leave to make a report from the committee 
of conference on Senate bill 335. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and it will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing voies of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (8.335) to provide for protecting the 
interests of the United States in the Potomac River flats in the District of Co- 
lumbia having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 1, 2, and 3, and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 4. 

JNO. J. INGALLS, 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J.E. CAMPBELL, 
JOHN J. HEMPHILL, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The Chair will receive the report, 


The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLAnk, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to deliver to the 
Senate the message of the President of the United States returning 
Senate bill 2056 in response to the request of the two Houses o! yester- 
day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that be reported. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the President wl! 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : - 

In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 3d 
instant (the Senate concurring), I return herewith Senate bill No. mas 
“An act to amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions of suldiers 80 
sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the service.”’ is ci 

GROVER CLEVELAN! 

Executive MAnNston, August 4, 1886. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sevate the 
message of the House of Representatives with respect to the same matt, 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, Avgus! 5.1% 


Resolwed, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return = 
House the bill of the Senate (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by in -- “me 
the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the seh" 
with the following amendments: In line 5, page 1, strike out the wort ag. 
permanently ;” and in line 10,page 1, strike out the words ‘or permanc®'> 


Mr. SEWELL. I move that the Senate concur in the amendmen 


made by the House of Representatives. 
Mr. INGALLS. What is the effect of the amendments? 
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Mr. SEWELL. Practically nothing; simply to strike out words 
which are duplicated. 
The amendments of the House of Representatives were concurred in. 


EXTENSION OF IMMEDIATE-DELIVERY SYSTEM. 


Mr. CHACE. I move to take up House bill 4865, Order of Business 
1849, which is a bill to provide for the extension of the system of im- 
mediate delivery of letters. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4865) to extend the sys- 
tem for the immediate delivery of letters, and amendatory of sections 
3, 4, and 5 of the act approved March 3, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, an for other purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have an explanation of the bill. 
There has been so much confusion in the Chamber during the reading 
of the bill that I have been unable to follow it. 

Mr. CHACE. I will endeavor to explain to the Senator, and I shall 
be glad to answer any questions which he may desire to put. 

1 wish to say that this bill is the unanimous report of the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and that it has the entire approval of, 
and in fact it comes from, the Post-Office Department. 

The provisions of the present law confine the operation of the imme- 
diate-delivery system to letters, and this bill extends it to any article 
that may now go through the mails. 

There are a number of serious defects in the present law, one of 
which is the requirement that every post-office shall be kept open until 
midnight and that all letters bearing the 10-cent delivery-stamp must 
be delivered immediately. Oftentimes peopleare very much disturbed 
by the delivery at that hour of the night. There are many offices that 
are kept open at great expense. The provision of this bill allows the 
Postmaster-General to change those provisions at his discretion. The 
present law prohibits the employment of clerks in the post-office for 
the purpose of special delivery. This bill also removes that. 

Mr. PLATT. As to letters also? 

Mr. CHACE. Yes. At present messengers are allowed 8 cents on 
each package delivered. This bill mfakes the postmasters responsible 
for the delivery of packages bearing the special stamp and allows them 
80 per cent. of the gross receipts. It further authorizes the Postmas- 
ter General to make contracts with individuals or messenger companies 
in certain cities for the delivery of these packages. 

But the mostimportant amendment, the one which is especially called 
for by the public, is the provision that this system may be extended more 
widely, At present it applies to only about four hundred offices in the 
country. The people do not avail themselves of this special service so 
much as they would, in fact very little, for the reason that very few peo- 
ple know what offices are special-delivery offices; they are unable to 
tell, and if aman wishes to send a letter ora package or parcel he must 
look up the list and see whether the post-office district has 4,000 inhab- 
itants or not, and it is almost impossible for him to tell. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to me for 
& moment? 

Mr. CHACE. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. One of the defects of the present law proposed to be 
amended by this bill is that where a party puts a 10-cent stampon a 
letter for the purpose of securing immediate delivery, it may go to an 
office to which the delivery law now does not apply, and therefore he 
loses the benefit of what he has paid. If this bill passes, whenever a 
man puts a 10-cent stamp on he gets the benefit of it wherever the let- 
ter may go. It is the most beneficial feature of the whole bill. 

Mr. CHACE. That was the point I was endeavoring to illustrate. 
The other provisions of the bill in regard to the keeping of the accounts 
and the records and the penalties are not material. They are simply 
administrative. The Department find that it is absolutely necessary 
either to extend this system as is proposed by this bill or to abolish it 
altogether. It is believed that if it be extended as provided for in this 
bill it will be a source of very considerable profit to the Department 
as well as a very great accommodation to the people. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask some practical questions with re- 
gard to the effect of this bill if it shall be passed. I understand that it 
provides for the delivery of every article of mailable matter upon which 
the sender may choose to have affixed the immediate-delivery stamp. 
Under that provision, I suppose that all packages of the weight of 4 
pounds would fall within this bill. Now, suppose that two packages 
containing sad-irons, for instance, each weighing 4 pounds, should be 
sent to New York city with one of these stamps upon it to be delivered 
in the upper part of the city, is it supposed that the carrier is to take 
those two packages weighing 8 pounds, along with his letters, and de- 
liver them in the upper part of the city as he delivers his letters on his 
regular rounds? 

Mr. CHACE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr.PLATT. It strikes me then that a carrier is pretty likely to be 

down, if this is to have any effect at all, with something like 100- 
pound packages, for it is not at all unreasonable to suppose that within 
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pounds of mailable matter which he would have to lug about with his 
letters to deliver. 

I do not know but that it is all right, but it strikes me that if it is to 
have any effect at all it is going to necessitate a very large increase of 
the men who deliver thatter from the post-oflices in the large cities. I 
do not know but that in those cities you might contract for messenger 
service as is suggested here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what will be done, doubtless. 

Mr. CHACE. There is a provision in the bill for that now. Is the 
Senator from Connecticut aware that the post-office is now liable to 
have to deliver 4 pounds of matter to a person in New York city with- 
out any extra pay whatever? Certainly I think if they can afford to 
deliver it for nothing they can afford to carry it for 10 cents extra. 

Mr. PLATT. This contemplates a little different kind of delivery, 
as I understand it. 

Mr. CHACE. Notatall. In these great carrier offices the delivery 
service is constantly in operation. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly, if the committee contemplate nothing ex- 
cept what they are now obliged to do, there is no reason for the bill. 

Mr. CHACE. Yes, but the Senator forgets that there are other pro- 
visions in this bill which make it apply to a great number of offices. 

Mr. PLATT. I recollect to have heard in sume cases of the increase 
of pay for delivering mails in Western States; that where there had 
been a contract for a very small sum originally upon the supposition that 
the mail might have been carried on a pony, ina year or two the mail 
aggregated tons by reason of the innumerable packages which are trans- 
ported in that way. Now, if I understand this bill—take one of these 
offices in the West to which very large amounts of merchandise are 
being sent; if they happen to have this delivery-stamp upon them and 
the offices are third or fourth class offices, then the clerks and assist- 
ants in the office have immediately got to start out, leaving the office 
to deliver these packages. 

I only suggest these things because it seems to meit is rather late in 
the session to consider a bill of this importance. 

I think, and I do not hesitate to say it, that if we are going to ad- 
journ at 10 o'clock to-night or 12 o'clock to-morrow, it is time to stop 
passing bills. There is no opportunity for the consideration of bills, 
and a bill of this importance itseems to me ought to receive careful con- 
sideration. I have made these suggestions quite as much because I he- 
lieve we can not at this hour of the session pass upon bills intelligently 
and with the consideration that they ought to receive before passage, 
as because I have any particular objection to this bill. 

Mr. CHACE. If the Senator from Connecticut objects to the passage 
of this bill because he thinks there may be something in it that he does 
not understand, I can see that that is a reasonable position; but the 
point which he makes that a very large amount of this mail matter is 
going to be a burden is exactly in favor of the bill, for the larger the 
amount the more profit for the post-office. 

This is a thing that the people arereally demanding. They want it, 
and the Post-Office Department wantit. The Postmaster-General, the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, and the chief clerk are all urging 
it; and one of them has been at the Capitol this morning. They feel 
that this system either ought to be curtailed or enlarged. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that this bill has been carefully considered by the House; it has been 
carefully considered by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
of the Senate; and I know personally that the Postmaster-General be- 
lieves it to be a bill of great interest to the service as well as to the 
people. 

Mr. CHACE. And great profit to the Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill has had, as I have been advised and 
have seen from the discussions in the newspapers and in the REcoRD, 
full consideration in another branch of Congress, and has also received 
full consideration by the executive branch of the Government, and it 
is deemed by them an absolute necessity to perfect the system of special 
delivery already inaugurated, and without this added on to that the 
other may bea failure. It has been considered in the Senate by the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and reported favorably by 
them, and I hope it will be passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Rhode Island to 
urge this bill in obedience to what he conceives to be a great popular 
demand. I am not a member of the Post-Office Committee, and of 
course my attention has not been specifically called to this measure; 
but in a general way I have understood, so far from there being a pop- 
ular demand for this measure, that under the existing law the pecple 
had called for this service so sparsely, with so little regard for it that 
practically it had been a financial failure, that the receipts had been 
nothing like what had been anticipated. I know of one or two offices 





in which the service had been established where it became necessary 
to abandon it because the receipts were not enough to pay the messen- 
ger boys for their services in carrying the letters that were stamped for 
special delivery. 

I wish if the Senator from Rhode Island has any statistics on this sub- 
ject as to the practical operations of this law during the past year he 
would advise us as to them. 
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Mr. CHACE. I can answer the Senator from Kansas in one minute. 
He is entirely mistaken. I am advised that this system paid its ex- 
penses and $22,000 profit the first four months of its operation; and 
the Senator from Kansas should remember that it is scarcely in opera- 
tion yet. I know from my own personal knowledge that there is a de- 
mand, that the people realize and appreciate that it is a valuable class 
of service and they want it extended, and in fact unless it is extended 
it never can fully answer the purposes intended. 

Mr. INGALLS. If during the first four months of the establishment 
of this service it not only paid all expenses but $22,000 surplus, why 
does the Senator say that unless we amend the jaw it is in danger of 
failure? 

Mr. CHACE. Because the people have begun ‘to use it, and as it is 
more used they find that it does not answer the purpose they want. 
The use of it in certain cities is liable to be abandoné<., because people 
say, ‘‘We buy these special stamps, and they are no use for certain 
places,’’ and they do not want them unless they can use them wherever 
they please. The Senator can see that if 2-cent postage was only 
good for certain places, and at certain other places you could not use it; 
you might use it in the first place, but when you found it did not apply 
to the whole country you would abandon the use of it. 

Then, also, the operation of the law in the first place was under the 
impression that it extended very widely. The people found out after 
a while that it did not, and that only showed very plainly what would 
be the practical financial result if it were extended, as it is proposed to 
be by this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I understand that the first answer of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to my interrogatory was a little illusory, that 
whereas he stated to me that during the first four months this system 
had paid expenses and $22,000 besides, he now intimates that since 
the first four months the people have not patronized it and it has not 
paid at least so large an excess as it did during the first four months. 
He states that in consequence of the fact that the system was not ex- 
tended over the entire country, that every office was not made a specia!- 
delivery office, the people have begun to relinquish it. Am I correct? 

Mr. CHACE. Notat all. The Senator is about as correct as he 
usually is when he attempts to quote me. WhatIsaid and what I say 
is that the first four months paid that profit. 

Mr. INGALLS. What bas it paid since that time? 

Mr. CHACE. ‘The Senator will please to remember that this thing 
has not been in operation a year yet. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much has it paid since the first four months? 

Mr. CHACE. The returns are not in. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there anything in since the first four months? 

Mr. CHACE. It only went into operation on the Ist of last October. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator certainly has some information. 

Mr. CHACE. I have no figures. 

Mr. INGALLS. They do not make reports by four months in the 
Post-Office Department; they report by quarters; and the statement of 
the Senator from Rhode Island that the first four months showed a 
surplus of $22,000 above the expenses, and the fact that he declines to 
state what the condition of the service is since the first four months, 
excite a little suspicion, to say the least, that there is something that 
is not disclosed; and while the Senator from Rhode Island is a little 
brusque in intimating that I am never successful in quoting him cor- 
rectly, I always endeavor to do it, and I wish he would be good enough 
now to depart from his reserve, from that diplomatic caution which 
characterizes his utterances, and inform us what the result of this serv- 
ice has been since the first four months. 

Mr. CHACE. Well, I will endeavor to enlighten the Senator from 
Kansas if it is possible. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is hardly possible, but still you might make 
the effort. 

Mr. CHACE. It is not possible when the Senator closes his eyes and 
his ears and his intellect. Let me instruct him if he will listen with 
child-like simplicity for a little while. 

This bill originated in the Post-Office Department. It was introduced 
into the other House at the desire of the Department. At the time it 
was introduced these figures were specially made up for the purpose of 
enlightening the legislative departmentin regard toit. Since that time 
there have been no figures made up, and there has been no reason why 
they should be made up, diplomatic or otherwise; and I desire to in- 
form the Senator from Kansas that I am in no sease diplomatic, that I 
have nothing to withhold or disguise, that he is welcome to all the in- 
a I have or that anybody else has that I am aware of, and he 

ras it. 

There is no reason why the other figures have not been forthcoming 
except those reasons which it seems to me are very patent and plain on 
the face. The fact is that this system has been but partially tried, and 
the indications are that if it be extended it will be an eminent suc- 
cess; and the people want it extended, and the Post-Office Department 
want it extended and believe that it will not only be a very great ac- 
commodation to the public, but a source of profit and revenue to the 
Department. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode Island a 
question in regard to this bill. I would like toask the Senator from 
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Rhode Island whether there is a provision in this bill which make 
postmasters insurers of merchandise passing through the mails? _ 

Mr. CHACE. I am not aware that there is anything of the kj), 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understood, in the statement of the su}«;.,,, 
of the bill, the Senator from Rhode Island to say that postmaste! ' 
responsible for the goods with the special stamp on them. 

Mr. CHACE. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
I understood the Senator to say that they were entitled to eight-ten:), 
of the mail charge. a 

Mr, CHACE. Eight-tenths of the receipts from special deliye, 

Mr. PLATT. The bill says: 


The postmaster shall be responsible for such immediate de}; 
such article. 


Mr. CHACE. That applies to the delivery, not to the matter jtsejy 

Mr. INGALLS. How can it apply to the delivery and not to the 
article? How can there bea delivery that isindependent of the article 
to be delivered? The Senator from Minnesota inquires whether or pot 
there is any special guarantee or insurance by the postmaster of mer. 
chandise sent through the mail, and the Senator from Rhode Island aq. 
vises us that the postmaster or his assistants receive eight-tenths of ; . 
special-delivery money for the safe delivery of the articles that are sen} 
through the mails thus stamped, and he states that the postmaster j. 
only responsible for thedelivery and not for the article, because if thers 
is not any article therecan not be any delivery, and if the article js do. 
livered that is the endofit. Itseems to be rather a metaphysical dis. 
tinction about making him responsible for the delivery of the article 
but not for the article itself. 

Mr. CHACE. Is that all? 

Mr. INGALLS. Thatis notall. It is all just now. 

Mr. CHACE. That is decidedly metaphysical. The postmaster jg 
responsible in this ease exactly as he is responsible now, uo more and 
no less. That responsibility applies to the act of delivery and not to 
liability for the value of the article. It has no such intention and no 
such operation. 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to ask the Senator a question, as I have not 
had time to read the bill. It ext@nds the special-delivery system, as | 
understand ? 

Mr. CHACE. That is the principal object of the bill 

Mr. SEWELL. Was not the original law confined to letters? 

Mr. CHACE. 

a few offices. 

Mr. SEWELL. Has the committee made any estimate of what the 
delivery of fourth-class packages may amount to in a city like New 
York, Boston, Philadelphia, or Chicago, where deliveries are made 
under this system immediately? It seems to me that you will not 
only deliver the mail, but you will deliver express matter, and that 
you will require one hundred wagons in the city of New York alone 
to carry out this bill if it becomes law. 

Mr. CHACE. My friend from New Jersey will understand very well 
because he is a transportation man, that he would not hesitate a min- 
ute to get 10 cents for delivering 4 pounds if he has to deliver them 
now for nothing. That is the way it is. 

Mr. SEWELL. But now those bulky matters are kept for the next 
day’s delivery; but here you make it obligatory on the postmaster at 
New York to send out messenger mail-service with 4-pound packages 
You must have one hundred wagons in the city of New York within 
a 


ear. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It seems to me from the language of this bill 
that the postmaster is liable for the goods until they are delivere l, 
after they come into his possession. This bill imposes upon him a! 
the liability of a common carrier and insurer of the goods and that of 
a public officer. These are public officers and not private carriers, an" 


ft 


it makes no difference what compensation you give them. | have » 
had an opportunity of reading the bill, but it seems to me trom the 
statement of the contents of the bill by the Senator from Ithode Island 
that that would be the effect of it. ne 

Mr. CHACE. Before I reply to that I wish to respond 4 litt e far- 
ther to the Senator from New Jersey, and it seems to me that bis 0 
jections will be pretty fully answered when I say to him that | ama® 
vised by the Department that in these large delivery cities there 4" 
now parties who are offering to deliver all these packages for 9 ©" 
one-half of the price of the stamp. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Rhode I-!an’ «0u~ 
tion? 

Mr. CHACE. Certainly, with great pleasure. ‘oe 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island " ha . 
thinks this clause in section 1, beginning with the words © ‘he Sid 
master’ in line 13, and so on, means, as it respects the liability °! th 
postmaster: 

i mediate delivery 

ee _ raiuaei a. — of all such articles r 
his office bearing such stamp and entitled to delivery thereat. 

That would seem to imply without any refinement that !t the = 
of the postmaster to send out these articles, any mail matter, 17°" 
packages, packages of money or anything else that may be sen’ © © 
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ple to whom they are addressed. Now, my question is whether in 
sing this law weshall not relieve every bondsman of every postmas- 
ter in the United States from any further liability on the bond until a 
new one is made under this law, as it regards any defalcation under 


at? 2 : » 
Mr. CHACE. That isaquestion which Ican not answer. The Sen- 


stor from Vermont is quite as competent to answer itasIam. But 
| should like to address myself to the Senator from Minnesota. If he 


will read that provision again in lines 13 and 14 and a part of line 15, 
he will see that that responsibility is for the immediate delivery, for 
the action, for the performance of the service. It is not intended in 
any sense to apply to responsibility for the value of the article. It 
may not be carefully drawn in that respect, however. 
"Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose a boy loses it on the way ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Suppose it be necessary, as in large cities, to in- 
trust the delivery of these articles to messengers, and upon the road the 
articles are lost and not delivered, is not the postmaster responsible for 





the non-delivery, and is he not responsible for the value of the goods ? 
That would be the measure of damages; and that isa responsibility im- 
posed upon a public officer. You are making them private insurers of 
the goods. I do not think that should be done in the case of a public 
officer. 


if a man wants to go into the transportation business and become a | 
common carrier he can make his charges and assume his responsibili- | 


ties, but these officers in all the large cities in the country will be com- 
pelled to take their offices with this responsibility. In that view, of 


course the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont would follow, that | 


it is anew obligation imposed upon these officers, and that it would be 
a release of the bondsmen in the case until a new bond was given. 

Mr. CHACE. I ask the Senator if that is not the case in reference 
to any new obligation you put upon them ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. This is a disbursement obligation imposed upon 
them. It is not merely a new duty. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, asa member of the Post-Oftice 
Committee, I was not in the committee when this bill was considered 
and finally acted upon. In looking over the provisions of it I think it 
a very simple, plain bill. The object is very apparent. It is to ex- 
tend the delivery system, so far as articles bearing the stamp required 
by this actare concerned, tocities and towns which are not now favored 
with a free-delivery system. That is one of the objects of the bill. 

The provisions of the bill are that where there is a free delivery ar- 
ticles specially sts:aped, as required by law, may be delivered by the 
postmaster of the place within the limits of the delivery, and in towns 
and cities where there is no free delivery they may be delivered within 
the limit of 1 mile from the place by having a 10-cent stamp attached. 
There are a great many persons who desire to secure the speedy deliv- 
ery of matter which they send through the mail, and they are willing 
to stamp it in order to secure the immediate delivery not only in the 

cities which have a free delivery but in the towns which have not a free 
delivery, but towns of such size at least as to justify the enterprise. 

One of the objects of this bill is to secure to the patrons of an office 
not now favored by a free delivery the certainty of an immediate de- 
livery of the articles which are sent to the particular office which is not 
now favored by a free delivery, so that the beneficial effects of the bil! 
will be to secure to smaller towns than are now favored with a free de- 
livery the certainty of having certain specified articles delivered which 
the sender may desire to have immediately delivered, and it proposes 
that the postmaster of the place shall deliver such an article imme- 
diately, and the proper compensation is provided for it in the bill. 
That is one of the objects. 

_ The suggestion of the Senator from Vermont that that would not be 
included in the bond of the postmaster, and consequently that there 
vould be no obligation upon his securities on the present bond for the 
es of the additional duty added, may depend entirely upon 
condition of the bond itself. If the bond provides that he shall be 
vena for the acts and for the duties of his office under existing 
a or under law which may hereafter be enacted imposing these du- 
oe his sureties would be liable. 
Om, There is not any such law as that. 
“.SAULSBURY. If there is not, then before the Postmaster-Gen- 
. ae such aservice as that he can require an additional bond, 
Sion ha in many other offices. The laws in reference to internal tax- 
von have been altered since they were first adopted. I remember 
, ne occasion where I was connected with a suit I raised the point 

a Sureties—for I was defending the sureties—were not responsi- 
“ne for the duties imposed by law at the time they entered into 
ied tee ons and upon a full examination of that question I am sat- 
wat where the obligations of sureties are assumed under an ex- 

g state of the law they can not be extended by implication. But 
— seh ae it is for the Postmaster-General when he establishes 
~. ‘becial-delivery offices to require the postmaster at such a place 

sve an additional bond for the performance of that duty. There is 
diffica) @aine that, and I am sure the Postmaster-General would act 
in for Pepe compel the postmaster to enter into a special obli- 
him performance of the additional duty which is imposed 
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| cept that office from having them delivered by the carriers; 
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The question is asimple one, whether you will extend to towns which 
are not now favored by a free delivery the provisionsof this bill so that 
articles bearing the stamps shall be immediately delivered, where the 
senders of the articles desire an immediate delivery; and without such 


@ law they will lie in the post-offices in those towns until they are 
called for. 

Some of them, perhaps not where there is a special delivery, are de- 
livered now by the letter-carriers, but the objection has been raised by the 
Senator from New Jersey that it would so burden the carriers of letters 
that there would have to be one hundred wagons, for instance, in the 
city of New York. That would make no difference if the servic 


paid 
the postmaster, and he gets a part of the compensation; it would in- 
demnify him. 

But there is another provision in the bill providing that in the city 
of New York, for instance, the Postmaster-General is not bound to r 
quire of the postmaster at New York to enter into this obligation to 
deliver. There is a special provision in the bill which provides 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him, just 
what I wanted to call attention to is that provision in lines 27, 28, 29, 
and 30 of section 1. Does he understand that that provision means 
that the Postmaster-General may in his discretion except a free-delivery 
office from the service entirely, or simply from the provision which re- 
quires the delivery to be made by the carriers ? 

Mr. CHACE. The language is very plain, and it applies specially 

It shows that the foregoing part of the section is intended 
to apply to delivery. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me make myself clear, because I ask for informa- 
tion. The proviso is: 

That the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, direct any free-delivery 
office to be excepted from the foregoing provision, and require the delivery to 
be made entirely by special messengers, according to the provisions of the act 
to which this is amendatory. 

If I understand it, he could not except the post-office in New Yorks 
for instance, from the delivery of these articles, but could simply ex- 
and unless 
he does make that exception the immediate delivery is to be by carriers, 
and they are to drop their letter business and deliver these packages 
immediately. 

Mr. CHACE. That proviso refers back to the other provision that 
the Postmaster-General may make a contract with any individual or 
with any company for the delivery of these packages; and in that case, 
if he should make a contract 

Mr. PLATT. That does not go before. 
proviso. 

Mr. CHACE. But the proviso above here is that the postmaster 
shall be responsible for the delivery, but shall not be responsible if a 
contract is made with a company or with private individuals; and to 
make him responsible in that case would be unreasonable. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





That is subsequent to the 


WILLIAM HUNTINGTON, 


Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2918) for the relief of William Huntington. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read for information first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay William Huntington, formerly marshal of the 
United States for the Territory of Washington, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,064.11,the same being a balance 
found due him from the United States on the judicial determination of two suits 
instituted against said Huntington and his bondsmen, in the district court of 
the second judicial district of Washington Territory, by the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. DoLpH 
June 30, 1886: 


The Committee on Claims,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 2918) for the 
relief of William Huntington, having examined the same, make the following 
report: 

This claim was considered by the House Committee on Claims, and was fa- 
vorably reported (Report No. 734) at the present session. 

Your committee adopt that report, which is as follows: j 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.2918) for the 
relief of William Huntington, have had the same under consideration, and sub- 
mit the following report: : 

That they find that William Huntington was marshal of Washington Terri- 
tory from 1862 to 1870; that a dispute arose as to the items charged against the 
United States Government by him, anda large amount of these weredisallowed 
as not payable from the judiciary funds; that he and his bondsmen weresued 
by the Government for balance due after the deduction of these disallowed 
items; that there were two bonds, and that one of said bonds was dated April 
25, 1862, the other October 16, 1866; that suit was brought upon each in the dis- 
trict court of the second judicial district of Washington Territory, holding terms 
at Vancouver; that said suits were referred to a referee for an accounting be- 
tween the parties, who found and reported that said Huntington was entitled to 
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an allowance under the bond of 1862 of $8,396.22, and to an allowance under bond 
of 1866 of $4,667.10. 
Tesed senonh Of GOWER: cncencsccnnnsint menpaenenesenencennapeinsenees Te ae 
The balances for which suits were instituted wereas follows: 
Amount under bond Of 1862. ........00.000..ccccesscccccsessescsseeseseesseeess 94,615 56 
Amount under bond of 1866 
11, 989 23 


Excess of allowances over said balances.............. ae 


That the United States was represented before the referee by its district attor- 
ney, and the defendant by counsel; and that the report as made by the referee 
was acted upon by the court and by the finding of a jury, and that the account- 
ing officer of the Treasury accepted so much of the Eodsion of the court as en- 
abled him to close the accounts of said Huntington on the books of the Depart- 
ment, but claimed that the United States was not bound by the judgment, as 
the court could not give judgment against the United States, and that the only 
relief for the defendant, William Huntington, was by private act of Congress. 

This bill appropriates the amount of the verdict, $1,064.11. 

The committee take these facts from the records, and believe that they entitle 
the said William Huntington to the relief asked for in this bill. 

The committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Your committee adopt, as a part of this report, the report of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, having under consideration this same subject in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, first session, which is hereto annexed, and is as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary have had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
6065) for the relief of William Huntington, and beg leave to report: 

That they find that William Huntington was marshal of Washington Territory 
from 1862 to 1870. A dispute arose as to the items charged against the Govern- 
ment by him, and a large amount of these were disallowed as not payable from 
the judiciary funds. Heand his bondsmen were sued by the Government for 
balance due after the deduction of these disallowed items. The accounts were 
referred to a referee, who found in the defendant’s favor in the sum of $1,064.11. 
On this report judgment was rendered. This decision was so far recognized by 
the accounting officers of the Government as to balance his accounts. And this 
bill appropriates the amount of the verdict, $1,064.11. 

Your committee take these facts from the record, and find one precedent (Stat. 
at L., vol. 19, p. 369), in ease of W. H. Britton, and report favorably on the bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. This is nota large amount, but I think it is fol- 
lowing a dangerous precedent, if the case referred to is a precedent, 
and will make a dangerous precedent of itself. If the United States is 
to have its liabilities determined by a referee in the Territory of Wash- 
ington or any other Territory, appointed by a Territorial judge, who 
might declare that it was found that the United States owed the mar- 
shal or anybody else who had been sued on his bond $100,000 just as 
well as $1,000, I think there is very great danger to the public interest 
and the safety of the Treasury. 

This man, according to the decision of the accounting officers of the 
Treasury, was in default. He was sued, and the matter was sent to a 
referee instead of being tried bya jury. The referee found that on his 
construction of the law the marshal had a balance due to him of 
$1,064.11. The ground upon which this report goes is that the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury recognized the propriety of that finding by 
closing his accounts. I think there is an error. They did not recog- 
nize it, but they were bound by it, and the United States was, so far as 
it regarded the United States, being defeated in that suit; and the 
United States had no further claim upon this man, and his accounts in 
the Treasury must be closed. It was precisely as if a jury had found 
that he did not owe anything to the United States, and then of course 
the books would be balanced, unless the United States brought a writ 
of error, and then the final judgment would end it. 

But the law has never given, and nobody claims that it has given, a 
jury or referee or anybody else the right in a suiton an official bond to 
hear a plea in offset and allow a balance to be recovered against the 
United States. That is a matter on all cases of this kind for the Court 
of Claims, where redress can be had, not before one referee but before 
a court of five judges, whose findings and opinions are subject to review 
by the Supreme Court of the United States if adverse to the interests 
of the United States. 

To say that because this Territory of Washington referee has found 
a balance, as he states the accounts, of a thousand dollars in favor of 
this man, and that therefore he must be paid without any reinquiry by 
any committee of Congress into the subject of those accounts, and with- 
out any information from the Treasury Department as to how it hap- 
pened that this referee found that sum, and if he did find it in 1870 or 
1871, when it appears this suit was brought fifteen years ago, why this 
gentleman did not then bring his suit in the Court of Claims for the 
balance of the claim found due him, or why some appropriation bill did 
not contain an item to reimburse him for this excess of expenditure, if 
he was entitled to reimbursement, needs explanation. 

I should hope, therefore, that we shall not make any more precedents 
of this kind, taking it as absolutely conclusive, as this House report 
does, without any other evidence as it is stated than the finding of this 
referee against the United States. It does not appear to me that it is 
a wise or a safe thing to do. 

Mr. DOLPH. The examination and the allowance of the payment 
of claims by Congress upon ex parte affidavits is a very unsatisfactory 
method of doing it. We have heard a great deal about the propriety 
and the necessity of some general law which would send all theseclaims 
to the courts. For one, when I get a case upon the Committee on 
Claims in which the matter has been investigated by a competent court 
who have had all the facts before them with an op) ty to take 
testimony for and against the claimant and to iberately upon 
the question of fact and of law, and then come to aconclusion, I feel some 
sort of assurance that there is merit in the claim, 
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At the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress it will be reco) 
that I opposed a report from the Committee on Claims to pay — 
like $7,000 to a Mr, Call, of Florida, who had been surveyor,” 
the State of Florida, or register or receiver of the land office {},, agg * 
that case the question went to the jury, and the jury had found ip ; = 
of this gentleman, who had been sued by the Government, for an i eee 
sufficient to cover his alleged indebtedness to the Government anq le : s 
a large balance due him, something like $7,000. I was not satisfied 
that the jury was rightor that there were merits in the claim. |; omg 
largely for services performed by that officer, and I did not belicye 9 
services had been authorized by law; but the Senate by a Jarve a 
jority—I think by a three-fourths vote—passed the bill, as large as + : 
sum was, against my protest. a 

In this matter this claimant was marshal of the Territory from, jap 
to 1870, a period of eight years. Evidently his accounts were no: ;, 
very good shape. The country was new, there were probably few pre. 
cedents for the statement of his accounts, and there were Jarce dinall : 
ances, and suit was brought apon his bond. The suit was brought 
fore a referee, and re-examined by a judge of the court. I do not eon. 
sider that there is any difference in such a case whether it be the juson 
of a Territory or the district judge of a district ina State. The jae: 
that the accounts were examined, the referee made his report, the jyjoe 
of the court re-examined the case, and judgment was rendered, ani tip 
amountclaimed here, $1,064.11, was found due the claimant. i 
many years ago. 

He came to Congress afterward. This matter has been pending }o. 
fore Congress for years. At the first session of the Forty-eight) (oy. 
gress I offered an amendment to the deficiency bill, and advocated (: 
upon this floor, and according to my present recollection it cime yory 
near passing the Senate, to pay this man this sum by an appropriation 
in the deficiency bill. It has been examined by the Judiciary (yy. 
mittee of the House, who have reported in favor of it. The claim | 
been examined again at the present session by the House Com nitte 
on Claims and they have reported in favor of it; and it has passed the 
scrutiny of the Senate Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Therewerenopapers. They only took this state. 
ment. They did not call upon the Treasury Department, so far as 
appears. 

Mr. DOLPH. We all know the condition of the accounts of a pub 
lic officer like the marshal of a State or a Territory. We know thats 
claim like this is made up of a large number of small accounts, and it 
would be utterly impossible now for a committee of Congress to yo 
through the papers and make such a review of the action of the retere 
or of the court. As I said before, I think a committee of Congress is 
especially qualified when they havea case before them where the claim 
has passed such a judicial scrutiny. 

This is an old man. He will not live many years. If he is to le 
paid this claim again st the Govermnent and it is to do him any good 
he must receive it soon. I hope the bill will pass, and that the claim 
will be paid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill be ordered toa third 
reading? [Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us take the vote by yeas and nays on the pax 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We might just as well take them on the third 

ing. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the title of the bill be read again. I was not 
present when it was taken up. 

The Carer CLerK. ‘“‘A bill (H. R. 2918) for the relief of Wiluam 
Huntington.”’ . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roi 
ordering the bill to a third reading. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. ; ‘ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired witt 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv]. aac 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paire¢ 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. m 

The roll-call was concluded. a 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro 
(Mr. Hampton]. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAnpErson). The occupil’ 
the chair will state that he is paired with the Senator trom Kentucky 
(Mr. eee 4 Mt 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesot Se 
SaBIN]. Mycolleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Senator ff 
Rhode island (Mr. ALDRICH]. from 

Mr. BECK. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator” 
Maine [Mr. HALE] on nearly all matters when he is absent. 

Mr. HOAR. I the Senator will vote. There are 4 !°w 


ing of + quorum. 
Mr. BECK. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
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The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Beck, Gibson, Jones of Arkansas, Sewell, 
Blair, Gray, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Call, Harrison, Mahone, Stanford, 
Conger, Hawley, Miller, Teller, 
Cullom, Hearst, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhecs, 
Dawes, Hoar, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Ingalls, Piumb, 1 
NAYS—11. i 
‘ Cockrell, Harris, Whitthorne, 
_ Col.vuitt, Maxey, Wilson of Md. 
Chace, Edmunds, Vest, 
ABSENT—38. 
ch, Fair, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Tn. Frye, Manderson, Sabin, 
Bowen, George, Mitche!! of Pa., Saulsbury, 
Brown, Gorman, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Butler, Hale, Morrill, Spooner, 
Camden, Hamptor, Payne, Vance, 
Cameron, Jones of Florida, Pike, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, Walthall. 
Eustis, Kenna, Pugh, 
Evarts. Logan, Ransom, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quornm has voted. 

Mr. KENNA. [shall vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The roll will have to be called again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There will have to be another call of 
the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call the roll of the Senate. The rule requires 
that the roll shall be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll of the 
Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allison, Dolph, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Beck, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Berry, George, Mahone, Sherman, 
Blair, Gibson, Manderson, Stanford, 
Butler, Gray, Maxey, Teller, 
Call, Harris, Mitchellof Oreg., Vest, 
Chace, Harrison, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Plumb, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Forty-seven Senators have answered 


to their names, If there be no objection, the question recurs on or- 
dering the bill to a third reading. 

The Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. HamPron]. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 9; as follows: 


ae YEAS—S, 
. Evarts, Kenna, Spooner, 
al Giteoe, Melfillan, Teller, 

, ray ahone, Yoorhees, 
Betler, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Walthall, 

» Hawley, Palmer, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
a 2 Hoar, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 
Delph Ingalls, Sewell, 

ph, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 

NAYS—9. 
bee peed, Edmunds, Harris, 
C ’ G 
e, eorge, Maxey. 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, Gorman Mitchell of Pa, Sabin, 
Backbere, Hale, ' Morgan, : Saulsbury, 
wen, Hampton, Morrill, Stanford, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Payne, Van Wyck, 
Comin Jones of Nevada, Pike, Vance, 
‘ Platt, Vest. 
pam, rson, Pugh, 
Frye, . Ransom, 
Miller, Riddleberger, 
ne, the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
Spang enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon 

: by the President pro tempore: 
aa (8. 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pen- 

ag iss sud sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the service; 

(8. 2438) to authorize the Postmaster-General to allow com- 
| sentry ee companies in certain cases for apartment service 
furnished pursuant to agreement; 
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A bill (H. R. 8192) to remove the political disabilities of J. R. Eggles- 
ton, of Mississippi; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to authorize the Commissioner of the 
General Land Otlice to cause 15,000 copies of the map of the United 
States and Territories to be printed. 





ADJOURNMENT SINE 


Mr. PLUMB obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kansas yields to me that I may 
now call up the adjournment resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the adjournment resolution 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned sine dic— 

As proposed to be amended— 
at 10 o’clock p.m. August 4. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question.] The ayes have it, and the 
amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. KENNA. Weshould not have the resolution disposed of has- 
tily. There are anumber of very important matters which require con- 
sideration. I trust the Senate will not at present agree to fix the hour 
at which we shall adjourn finally. We have sent to-day to the Presi- 
dent of the United States bills which he could not read in three days 
to save his life, among them the river and harbor bill, which would 
require him a day of hard labor, if he examined it minutely, to go 
through it. I do not know that he wants an hour; I do not know but 
that he may want three days or five days; but I trust the resolution 
will not be hastily disposed of. 

Mr. McMILLAN. [I hope the Senate will not now fix the hour of 
final adjournment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not know that the resolution was to be 
acted upon. I supposed that it was an entirely different resolution 
whieh was before the Senate. Let it be read again, and let us now see 
when the Senator from Iowa has placed the hour of adjournment. It 
has been already changed twice by the Appropriations Committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been agreed to. 

The Chair submitted the question. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that subject to a point of order as being offered 
to-day ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to insert 12 o’clock, meridian, August 5. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask if the resolution is not subject to a point of 
order if introduced now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not. The resolution was re- 
ported some days ago. It is not open to the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. It is not a new resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the same resolution which has 
been pending for severaldays. The question is on agreeing to the res- 
olution as amended. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the consideration of the resolution be 
postponed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator from Iowa will withdraw the 
resolution for the present, and leave it without any action upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rise to a question of order. [ask the Chair 
whether he has announced that the amendment was agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did announce that the 
amendment was agreed to. If there is doubt about it, the Chair will 
again submit the question on the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it will not be considered as agreed to, be- 
cause I do not think half the Senate knew thatthe resolution was being 
acted upon at the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment as pending. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know if the Executive is at the Cap- 
itol, as has been the usual courtesy of the Presidents of the United States 
since the foundation of the Government I suppose, where he can be com- 
municated with on this subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave not been in the President’s room. 

Mr. SEWELL. I understood from the Secretary of War, who was 
here this morning, that the President would be here this evening. 

Mr. HOAR. He is not here now? 

Mr. SEWELL. He is not, because he has no knowledge that the 
proposed adjournment will take place. 

Mr. HOAR. We had better wait until he comes to the Capitol be- 
fore we finish this matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. If we are going to adjourn this session at all, it 
seems to me that we ought to fix atime. If ve are not going to fix a 
time let us take up the Calendar and go to work in regular business as 
though we meant to legislate deliberately. It seems to me that this 
mode of procedure is entirely out of cuaracter. We are picking up 
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things here and considering them for a little while and then takingup 
a resolution for adjournment. 

Everybody understands that we are going to adjourn to-night or to- 
morrow at the outside, and yet we can not get a resolution passed on 
the subject. If we can not adjourn to-night, let us agree to adjourn 
to-morrow, and fix some time, so that we shall know whether we ought 
to deliberately go to work and legisiate or whether we ought simply 
to wait and understand whether the President wants us to stay here 
longer or not. It seems to me from what I have heard intimated that 
the President is ready to let us go home, and if heis I should certainly 
like to go pretty soon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa fixing the hour of adjournment at 10 o’clock 
this evening. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 1 ask for the yeas «nd nays. 

Mr.CONGER. Mr. President,will you state the proposition again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa fixing the hour of adjournment 
at 10 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. CONGER. If that vote is to be forced upon the Senate, I say 
for one as a member of the Senate that with a bill just sent to the 
President which has three or four hundred items in it to be exam- 
ined 

Mr. McMILLAN. Two bills. 

Mr. CONGER. The river and harbor bill and the sundry civil bill, 
on which there were three hundred and seventy-one or three hundred 
and seventy-two propositions numbered to beagreed to and receded from, 
so that no man inthe Senate who listened tothe report of the conference 
committee could tell when it left, except upon particular items; how it 
stood. To ask the President of the United States to take those bills 
which have beensent to him within the last hour, and review the changes 
made within the last ten hours, which he could not possibly have known, 
is not right, and I for one will vote against this proposition. I for one 
will decline to vote, with my friends who are in favor of a fair chance, 
and leave the Senate without a quorum for a few hours, if that is the 
way we are to be treated here. 

I understand why there is great urgency to press this resolution so 
that the l’resident shall not have time to examine these bills, and es- 
pecially the river and harbor bill. I understand why the same feeling 
that is dissatisfied with some concessions in that bill would desire to 
press this matter so that the President shall not have time to examine 
the bill as he ought to have time to do it; and I believe the friends of 
the bill understand it, too. I believe they are prepared to give time to 
the Executive to make a decent, reasonable examination of a very im- 
portant bill. He ought to have it, and as far as my help will go he shall 
have it. 

Mr. CULLOM. How long do you want to stay—ten days? 

Mr. CONGER. If Senators who are drawing their pay, whether they 
stay here or go home, who are hired by the year to do the work of the 
Government and the country, can not in the interest of public business 
give two or three days more time when the constituents of most of them 
demand it, if I know of any means which can compel them to stay I 
shall exercise that means; and I call for aid upon the friends of a meas- 
ure which has had more consideration in this Congress than it ever has 
had in any other Congress, the river qgnd harbor bill, and which I be- 
lieve, with the exception of some disappointed men, has the approval 
of the judgment of the Senate and of the House and of the country, 
and I believe will, if a reasonable time is given to the President, meet 
with his approval, if he is given time for that examination, which is 
only decent and only fair to any Executive. 

I do not propose to be driven from “a on this proposition, 
and having the floor, if my strength would permit, I could talk on and 
on and interest the Senate beyond all account for eight or ten or twelve 
hours. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just give us two hours now. 

Mr. CONGER. I donot make that as a threat, because I know how 
quick the Senator from Iowa would withdraw his resolution if I were 
even to threaten to talk two or three hours here right by his side. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will yield to me for a moment I will 
state that the resolution must go back to the House of Representatives. 
I think it is due to the House of Representatives as well as to the Presi- 
dent, in the present condition of the public business, that weshould fix 
some hour of adjournment. 

Mr. CONGER. I only yield for an apology, not for a speech. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to occupy the valuable time of the 
Senator from Michigan. I know he has an interesting statement to 
make, and I am perfectly willing to yield to him. 

Mr. CONGER. I yield for an apology, or for an explanation even; 
I will go as far as that. 

Mr. ALLISON. All I desire is that the Senate shall send back this 
resolution to the House of Representatives. On my own motion I fixed 
the hour at 10 o’clock to-night. If any Senator thinks, or if a ma- 
jority of the Senate think, that that is not the proper hour, let them 
Suggest some other hour and test the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON. _I suggest the hour of 12 0’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. Why can not that be done just as well at 6 o’clock or 
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8 o’clock as now? The resolution will go to the other House jy, , 
minutes after it is passed by the Senate, and will there be agre,. ; 
What earthly advantage is there to any human being or human int, 


except the interest which the Senator from Michigan refers to, jy, {\, > 


the hour at this time? 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer an amendment to strike out ‘‘10 «’, 
m., August 4,’’ and insert ‘‘4 o’clock p. m., August 5.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me say one word to the two Senators resyeotin,, 
the river and harbor bill. I have no wish about the river and hay), 
bill. Certainly I am not making this motion in antagonism {5 +). 
bill. - 

Mr. CONGER. I am very glad to hear the Senator say go. fy; o; 
gentlemen have had very strong suspicions on that subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I accept the apology of the Senator from Miehj. in 
on that point. I believe what we ought to do is to fix an hour and . 
day. If we are to wait here until the proper time expires with refer. 
ence to the river and harbor bill we are bound to wait for ten days. as 
the bill only went to the President this morning. ae 

Mr. CONGER. A reasonable time is all that I have askeq. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator from Michigan regarg 
reasonable time? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that the Pres). 
dent should have eight or nine hours to read the bill and consider j; 
and by 4 o’clock to-morrow I have no doubt he will come to a deter. 
mination. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
to-morrow. 

Mr. GIBSON. Well, say 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. KENNA and others. Say 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. In deference to Senators who represent important 
matters I will not myself press the resolution at this moment. | 

Mr. CONGER. Having the floor, and having reserved it for the pur. 
pose of my remarks, I yield it now in deference to the proposition made 
by the Senator from Iowa that for the present the resolution is laid upon 
the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion will lie on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. And I reserve a future opportunity to continue the 
interesting remarks I was making. 


asa 


It is more than nine hours from now unti! 4 09'¢), 
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If there be no objection the resolu- 


ALIEN LAND-HOLDINGS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3280) to restrict the ownership of real estate in the 
Territories to American citizens, and so forth. 

Mr. CALL. I object to the bill. Is the bill subject to objection’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is not. The question is on agres 
ing to the motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to strike out al! 
after the enacting clause and insert: 

That it sha)l be unlawful for any person or persons not citizens of the United 
States, or who have not lawfully declared their intention to become such cit- 
zens, or for any corporation not created by or under the laws of the United 
States or of some State or Territory of the United States, to hereafter acquir 
hold, or own real estate so hereafter acquired, or any interest thervin, in any 
of the Territories of the United States or in the District of Columbia. except 
such as may be acquired by devise or inheritance or in good faith in the ordi- 
nary course of justice in the collection of debts hereafter created: Provider, 
That the prohibition of this section shall not apply in such cases as the righ! to 
hold lands in the United States is secured by existing treaties to the «tizens or 
subjects of foreign countries, which rights shall continue to exist so long 8 
such treaties are in force. ae : 

Sec. 2. That no corporation or association more than 20 per cent. of the stock 
of which is or may be owned by any person or persons, corporation or corpor- 
tions, association or associations, not citizens of the United States, shall here: 

acquire or shall hold or own any real estate hereafter acquired in any 0! 
the Territories of the United States or of the District of Columbia. ; ; 

Src. 3. That no corporation other than those organized for the construction 0° 
operation of railways, canals, or turnpikes shall acquire, hold, or own over 5." 
acres of land so hereafter acquired in any of the Territories of the United Slates, 
and no railroad, canal, or turnpike corporation shall hereafter acquire, hold . 
own lands so hereafter acquired in any Territory, other than as may be — 
sary for the proper operation of its railroad, canal, or turnpike, except such lan 
as may have been granted to it by act of Con: y : daa ical, 

Sec. 4. That all perty acquired, held, or owned in violation of tse prov" ' 
ions of this act be forfeited to the United States, and it shal! be tic" ity o 
the Attorney-General to enforce every such forfeiture by due process 0! |S: 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope that the Senate will not proces! 
now to the consideration of so grave a subject as that presented 1 the 
bill. The question as to what extent aliens shall be allowed to 0" 
real estate in the Territories and in the District of Colum)!a, anne 

i so far as we may a policy for the States, is certainly one S 
very grave importance in connection with the amount of capital a¢ 
property invested by American citizens in real estate in foreign (0% 
tries and by the citizens and subjects of foreign countries 10 this. 

I for in accord heartily with the idea of limiting the ee. 
ship of real estate, so far as it is practicable, to those people who cu” 
vate the soil and make it useful, but certainly it is a subject 0! aol 
great and whichean not beconsidered and properly tres! 
at this time in the condition in which every one is in regard to the 
journment of this body. 
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I hope, therefore, there will be no objection to the motion I shall 
make, that the consideration of the bill be postponed until the next 
meeting of Congress. I will make that motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenatorfrom Florida moves that 
the consideration of the bill be postponed until December. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that motion debatable? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I wish to say that the amendment of 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands passed the Senate unanimously 
about two months ago as a separate bill. The House of Representa- 
tives, instead of taking up that bill, took up and passed a bill of their 
own on the same subject. The committee now recommend to strike 
out the House bill and insert the Senate bill, which is undoubtedly, 
according to the judgment of all I think who have examined it, and 

even members of the House themselves, very much preferable to the 
House bill. \ 

Mr. INGALLS. Will my colleague be good enough to state the dif- 
ference between the two propositions ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The difference between the two propositions is sub- 
stantially this: Tbe House bill contains no reservation in favor of such 
rights as may have been recognized by treaties between our Govern- 
ment and foreign governments. It does not recognize the rights of any 
one to hold property which may have come to him by devise or inher- 
itance. The Senate bill besides provides that domestic corporations 
shall not hold more than 5,000 acres of land in any Territory except as 
may be necessary for railroads, canals, or some other public purpose. 
Those are the differences between the two bills. 

This same bill, that is, the substance of it, was introduced by myself 
in 1884. It was considered then by the Committee on Public Lands, 
and received considerable attention at the hands of other members of 
the Senate, and was reported favorably but not passed. It was intro- 
duced by me early in this session and considered by thecommittee ina 
very thorough way, was passed by the Senate some two months since, 
and I think now meets the judgment of every member of the commit- 
tez as fally as it did at the time it was reported. 

I do not think that the Senator from Florida need have any apprehen- 
sion about the exercise of this jurisdiction on the part of the United 
States. It is only with reference to the Territories; it does not affect 
the States at all. 

I can say for myself in this connection that while it ought to pass for 
the purpose of preventing any further acquisition of land by foreigners 
in the Territories, I think the amount of the holdings of land by for- 
eigners in the Territories has been largely exaggerated. While I am 
on this subject I will say that the table which was published in the 
RecorD in connection with the passage of the bill in the House of Rep- 
resentatives is erroneous in two particulars—in how many more I do not 
know. It is stated in that report that some British company owns 
230,000 acres of land in the State of Kansas. That is entirely a mis- 
take. Ido not believe that any company, foreign or domestic, owns 
half that much land in the State of Kansas. 

It is also stated that Albert Grant, of London, owns 35,000 acres of 
land in Kansas. Thatisincorrect. I doubt if Mr. Grant owns an acre 
in Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. Albert Grant has been dead for a long time. 

Mr. PLUMB. As my colleague suggests, Grant has been long since 
dead. Mr. Grant bought a tract of land from the Kansas Pacific Rail- 
road in Russell County, Kansas, along thelineof that road. He brought 
over a colony of Englishmen and located them on the land and laid out 
atown which he named Victoria. For a long time he owned all or a 
part of this land, Finally his holdings becoming unprofitable, and for 
other reasons, they were abandoned; that is to say, he sold out mainly, 
I believe, to the colonists whom he had brought over, and that land is 
owned now in comparatively small tracts. But still I believe it to be 
im accord with a proper sentiment, and a sentiment which it is 
proper to meet at this time, that we should restrict, as far as is within 
our jurisdiction, the holding of land by persons who are not willing to 
assume the burdens and the duties of American citizenship. 

The bill applies to a limited portion of the area of the United States, 
but its passage will be followed by the passage of similar bills by the 
several States acting within their own jurisdiction. I believe such a 
law was passed during the last winter by the Legislature of the State 
of lowa. I know that interest in this subject has largely increased in 
my own State within recent months. There is such a law now in the 
State of New York. y yearsago there was such a law in the State 
- Massachusetts, but it was repealed. However, there isan agitation 
(me going on in that State to some extent for a re-enactment 

Mr. HOAR. ‘To what law does the Senator refer? 

Mr. PLUMB. A law prohibiting holding land by aliens in Massa- 

I think the law was repealed. 
Mr. HOAR. ‘The law was repealed in 1852. There is no such law 


in the State. 
I understand that there is not now, but I have had 
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Mr. PLATT. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will. 

_Mr. PLATT. There has been published in speeches which have been 
delivered in Congress, and I think in reports, a table showing that for- 
eigners own about 20,000,000 acres of land in large holdings in this 
country, and the Senator has said that so far as that table relates to 
Kansas it is inaccurate. I think the impression goes abroad that those 
holdings have been derived directly from the United States Govern- 
ment. I wish to ask the Senator, as chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, whether he knows of any large holdings of lands by 
aliens where they have derived their lands from the 
Government ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No one can purchase land from the United States 
Government except a citizen of the United States, or one who has de- 
clared his intention to become such; but there are certain facts which 
have given rise to the opinion that such purchases can be made. I have 
no doubt that foreign cattle companies have bought from persons who 
have entered the same considerable bodies of land in the Territories, 
but that I have no doubt is alse overstated. 

I remember that two or three years ago, when this question first came 
up for consideration, a letter written by a Scotchman, a gentleman 
whom I happened to know slightly, was published, in which he stated 
that a company in which he was interested owned more than 30 -niles 
square in one of the Territories. I felt sure at the time that was a 
mistake, because I knew something about the gentleman making the 
assertion, and I was satisfied it could not be true. I learned subse- 
quently, from perfectly reliable authority, that the company he spoke 
of did not own more than half a dozen quarter-sections of land in the 
Territory of Wyoming and none elsewhere, but that they had included 
within the range, which they had put into their circular for the pur- 
pose of inviting subscriptions to the stock of the company, the adja- 
cent public lands to the extent of 20 or 30 miles on each side of the 
stream on which these parties were located, and they kept it for graz- 
ing purposes. So I have no doubt that a large portion of what has been 
said in public, and which has gone into the official literature of this 
question, has been erroneous. But that does not qualify my feelings in 
favor of the passage of this bill. 

If no acre of American soil was owned by a foreigner I should still 
be in favor of enacting a positive prohibition against such ownership 
for the future. I think myself that we offer inducements enough to 
people to come to this country, and that we endow them with citizen- 
ship at an early enough period. In my own State the person who has 
declared his intention to become a citizen and who has resided within 
the limits of the State six months is entitled to vote, and in the West- 
ern States generally a similarly liberal rule prevails. As American cit- 
izenship is open without limit to everybody, practically speaking, who 
is willing to come here and properly renounce his foreign allegiance, I 
am in favor of saying that those who do not so come and who do not 
submit themselves to the jurisdiction of our laws and to the burdens of 
American citizenship shall not be entitled to any of the benefits of it. 
I do not believe there can be any sounder proposition than that. I be- 
lieve that this is a very good time, whatever may be the extent of foreign 
holdings to-day, to inaugurate this movement, which I have no doubt will 
go on until it will be the law of every State in the Union and cover 
every inch of American soil. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to ask a question as to the status of this bill. 
I understand that the amendment now proposed has once been passed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. It was passed by the Senate about two months ago. 

Mr. PLATT. It went to the other House, and the House, when it 
might have concurred with the Senate in the passage of the bill as it 
passed the Senate, chose to pass the House bill and not to act upon the 
Senate bill. Is that it? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the fact. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas why it is 
that the committee authorize the holdirg of this land when it is ac- 
quired in the ordinary course of judgment in the collection of debts 
hereafter incurred. It would seem to me if the distinction is to be 
made in debts, debts heretofore created should be preferred. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a misprint, and I was about to correct it. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I shou:* like to ask the Senator further if it is 
his purpose, suppose this bill passes and goes into conference, to have 
a conference report made and acted uponat the present session? lam 
perfectly willing to proceed with the consideration of the bill, and it 
commends itselfto my judgment so far as I have examined it, but I 
should dislike very much in regard to a matter of this immense im- 
portance to have a conference report brought in here which might 
present some very serious questions, and have to act upon that to-day 
or to-morrow beforeadjournment. I hope, if this bill goes into confer- 
ence, thatthe Senator will be able to assure the Senate that the report 
of the committee will be delayed until the next session, togivehim the 
entire control of the whole subject, because otherwise, of course, there 
will be the doubt of its reaching the President in time for his considera- 
tion and signature. 

Mr. PLUMB. There has been no purpose, except in the event that 
something might delay the session of Congress for four or five days, that 
uny final action should be taken upon the bill. 1t was suggested by a 


Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
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member of the Public Lands Committee of the House after this report 
had been made that, inasmuch as the Senate would take up its own bill, 
it should go into conference—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. And that the subject then be considered in reference 
to some details which had received consideration heretofore, but about 
which there was some difference of opinion, and that at the beginning 
of the next session of Congress the whole subject should be considered 
with the light that might be thrown upon it by the intermediate in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. HOAR. With the assurance from the Senator that, if he is to be 
one of the conferees, the matter will not be brought up on aconference 
report at this session unless circumstances should give time for full can- 
sideration of it, I have no objection. 

Mr. CALL. I hope very much that the Senate will adopt the motion 
I have submitted, to postpone the consideration of this whole subject 
until the next session of Congress. It certainly is one of the gravest 
questions as to the policy which this Government should adopt which 
can be presented. 

I am in favor, as I now understand the subject, of the amendments of 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands and of the bill thus amended. 
But what is it that we propose to consider in this hasty manner? From 
the very beginning of history the question of the rights of foreign sub- 
jects and citizens in another country has been a subject of interna- 
tional regulation since there was any international law. As the laws 
originally stood a foreigner had no right of life or property in any 
country. He was subject to the arbitrary will and dominion of the 
government under which he happened to be, and his rights were not 
recognized. He had no rights; he lived by the grace of the govern- 
ment alone. 

It then became a subject of international law as to the rights of den- 
izens, and a code of laws grew up regulating the rights of persons in the 
dominion of foreign countries. Now we propose to deal with that ques- 
tion. I am in accord with the idea that the ownership of the soil shall 
be restricted to those who cultivate the soil; but shall we adopt that 
principle here in these closing hours when nobody can hear what is 
said? Shall we reverse a principle of international law by our legisla- 
tion here and put our country upon a different foundation than that of 
all other civilized countries without further consideration, and in the 
presence of the fact that American citizens to-day under the laws of all 
civilized countries are permitted to invest in and own real estate to any 
extent, and without the existence of a great practical evil, when there 
is a large amount of foreign capital here invested? 

I am in favor of limiting the ownership of the soil to the people who 
use it as far as practicable. But the point is, shall we now determine 
that question in all its extent as to the limitations which we shall im- 
pose upon it? Certainly the amendment of the Committee on Public 
Lands is correct. People who inherit property should not have it taken 
away from them arbitrarily; and certainly those who hold under treaty 
obligations should be allowed to own; but shall we determine the pre- 
cise limits of these rights without further consideration? 

The point I make is that this is a great subject involving the inter- 
national relations of this country with foreign countries, the status of 
American citizens in foreign countries, the status of foreign citizens and 
subjects in this ceuntry in all property rights; and therefore we ought 
not now in the closing hours of this session, without deliberation or 
discussion, when our minds are not in a condition to regard this subject 
with deliberation and fairness, to proceed to take any action upon it. 
For this reason I move that we postpone the consideration of the bill 
until the next session of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Florida that the Senate postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill until the next session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ionly wish to say that I supported this amendment 
when it was originally passed in the Senate as a separate Senate bill. 
I think I supported it on its passage. I supported the ideain a general 
way. Isee no objection to ouraflirming it now; but I see there is force 
in the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts that if there should 
be serious changes made in conference we might not care to discuss them 
at the very last moment. 

With regard to the objection made by the Senator from Florida, it 
seems to me to be provided for in the first section, which says: 

That the prohibition of this section shall not apply in such cases as the right 
to hold lands in the United States is secured by existing treaties to the citizens 


or subjects of foreign countries, which rights continue to exist so long as 
such treaties are in force. 


If there be leading nations of Europe with which we have no treaties 
concerning this matter they have no fault to find with such regulations 
as we choose to make at home. There is no obligation, direct or im- 
plied, that is violated. 

I agree with the general policy of the bill most emphatically. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The question is on the motion of 


the Senator from Florida [Mr. Catt] to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill until next session. 


The motion was rejected. 
Mr. PLUMB. I now move to amend the amendment on line 12 
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by inserting the word ‘heretofore’ in place of the word ‘‘} 
after.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated 

The Secretary. In line 12, after the word “ debts,” itis proposed 
to strike out ‘‘hereafter’’ and insert ‘‘ heretofore;’’ so as to read- 

In the collection of debts heretofore created. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend; 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the title so as to read: 

A bill to prevent the acquisition of real property by aliens, and for other pur- 
poses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment ang 
ask for a conference thereon with the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Plums, Mr. 
TELLER, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 


CHITTENDEN BROTHERS. 


Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate now take up Senate pil] 
No. 938, Order of Business 1616. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 938) for the relief of 
Chittenden Brothers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘ District of (o- 
lumbia,”’ to strike out ‘‘such sum as may be found to be equitably 
due, per the report of the Engineer Department,’’ and insert ‘$15 - 
000 ;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, &c., That theSecretary of Waris hereby authorized to pay to Chit. 
tenden Brothers, contractors, out of any unexpended ance of money appro- 
priated for the construction of a dam at Great Falls, Maryland, for increasing 
the water-supply of the District of Columbia, $15,000, for money expended in the 
construction of coffer-dams, pumping, and other auxiliary work over and above 
that contemplated in the amendment to the contract with said Chittenden 
Brothers, dated March 4, 1884, and which additional work was rendered neces- 
sary b the peculiar formation of the bed of the river, which could not be autici- 

ted by the Government engineers or the contractors at the time of entering 

nto the contract. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM B. ISAACS & CO. 


Mr. MAHONE. I move to take up Calendar No. 1665, being House 
joint resolution 67. a 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Virginia moves to 
take up a joint resolution, the title of which will be read. 

The Cater CLERK. ‘‘A joint resolution (H. Res. 67) for the relief 
of William B. Isaacs & Co.”’ 

The Committee on Claims reported the joint resolution with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the resolving clause and insert: 

That the Court of Claims is hereby empowered to hear the claim of William 
B. Isaacs & Co., and to proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief 
to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims aud 
demands against the Government,” and report to Congress the facts in the case 
and the amount of the claim, including any facts bearing upon the question 


whether there has been delay or laches in presenting such claim, and any facts 
tending to excuse such delay or laches. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate take a recess for one hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate take a recess for one hour. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Vermont if he will not withdraw 
the motion until I can call up a resolution reported by the Committee 
on Contingent Ex of the Senate? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. I think all we donowisinjurious. ! think 
we had better take a recess for an hour and then the Senator «ao 
up his resolution. d 

Mr. CALL. I will say to the Senator that there was a messens®! 
who was discharged from the Senate who belonged to the Commitice 
on Revoluti Claims, a committee of which my colleague [M*. 
Jones, of Florida] is chairman. . : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must advise the Senator 
that the question is not debatable. E be 

Mr. CALL. Iam not going to debate it. I was appealing to ‘® 
Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can take it up after a recess. ian, 

Mr. CALL. The resolution is reported by the Committee a ~ 
tingent Expenses for his relief. It is a very small matter and will : 
but a moment. At the request of the committee I make the mov 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wait until 4 o’clock. 
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———— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion for a 

The question being put, the ayes were 14. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. While that is pending I ask consent to introduce a 
ise BUTLER. Before the vote is taken I ask unanimous consent 
to take up a joint resolution. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The first reading of the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Michigan. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2891) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to the widow of Orange F. Linsday; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 


on Pensions. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion fora recess is not de- 
betable. UTLER. I ask unanimous consent to take up the joint reso- 
Jution (S. R. 80) providing for one month’s extra pay for certain em- 
ployés of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 

uestion is on the motion fora recess. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimousconsent to be allowed to suggest 
that this proposition be withdrawn, and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Presidential vetoes of pension bills, in their order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is of opinion that the yeas 
and nays having been ordered on the motion for a recess, that ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can ask unanimous consent, I think. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BuTLER] first asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. , 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate joint resolution 80. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the call for the yeas and nays be reconsidered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not reconsider that vote when one-fifth 
of the members present have a perfect right to have the yeasand nays 
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in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the Chair is of opinion that a majority can not reconsider the 
vote ordering them. One-fifth have a right to the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the moment, in order to have the request of 
the Senator from Indiana heard, I ask leave to withdraw my motion 
for a recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
drawn, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had the floor before the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asked unanimous consent of the Senate first to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate joint resolution 80. 

Mr.BUTLER. That is my request. 
anil PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the resolution will be 

The CarerCLERK. ‘‘A joint resolution (S. R. 80) providing for one 
month’s extra pay for certain employés of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, ’? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I renew my request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I object to that. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed to take up the first vetoed pension 


The motion for a recess is with- 


tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 67) for the relief of William B. 
Isaacs & Co, ( ) 


Mr. MAHONE. I withdraw the motion in favor of the Senator from 


F 


Mr. HOAR. My motion is that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
Sideration of the first vetoed pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
instead of making it the first on the Calendar, he move to proceed to 
the consideration of all those bills in their order. 

Mr. HOAR. That would not be in order. We must take one at a 
Order of Business 1751 is the first one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 

moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the following 


Mr. BUTLER. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


F 


f 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the title read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 789) granting a pension to John S. 
Williams, ”’ 

Mr. SEWELL. I move to substitute Order of Business 1685, being 
the bill (S. 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand. — 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my motion and yield to the Senator from 
New Jersey, that he may move to take up Order of Business 1685. 

MARGARET D. 

Mr. SEWELL. Then I move to take up the bill (S. 226) grantinga 
pension to Margaret D. Marchand. 

Mr. BUTLER. On the question of taking it up I ask for the yeas 
and nays. ‘ 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICNn’s name was called). My colleague 
(Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
CAMDEN ]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maine [ Mr. Frye}. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired usu- 
ally upon questions of this character with the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. BLACKBURN]. I transfer that pair to my colleague [Mr. VAN 
WyYcK] who is temporarily absent. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is absent from the 
Senate and is paired with the Senator from West Virginia[ Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [Mr. PLATT] has been obliged to 
leave. He is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMP- 
TON ]. 

Mr. SPOONER. I inquire whether the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. WALTHALL] voted. 

Mr. SEWELL (after having voted in the affirmative). As there 
seems to be a political division on this question, I withdraw my vote. 
I am paired with my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). 
this has assumed a political phase, I withdraw my vote. 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my vote for the present, reserving the right always to vote to make a 
quorum. Iam paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. He is not here, 
and I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators are reminded that by not 
voting they risk breaking a quorum. 

Mr. PALMER. I vote ‘‘nay,’’ the same as my pair would vote if 
he were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 17; 


YEAS—22. 


MARCHAND—VETO MESSAGE. 


I am paired with the 


Inasmuch as 
I am paired 


as follows: 


Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Chace, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., ‘Teller, 
Conger, Hawley, Plumb, Wilson of lowa, 
Cullom, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

NAYS—17. 
Beck, Eustis, Palmer, Walthall. 
Berry, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Gray, Saulsbury, 
Cockrell, Harris, Vest, 
Coke, Maxey, Voorhees, 

ABSENT—37. 

Aldrich, Frye, Logan, Ransom, 
3lackburn, George, McPherson, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gorman, Mahone, Sewell, 
Brown, Hale, Miller, Stanford, 
Butler, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Vance. 
Camden, Hearst, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, Whitthorne. 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, 
Fair, Kenna, Pugh, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shail the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the contrary not- 
withstanding? 

Mr.SEWELL. I ask now that that particular bill lie on the table, 
and that the bill passed by the House of Representatives, Order of 
Business 1847, be taken up. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order for a vetoed bill to be Jaid on the table? 
The Constitution says we shall proceed to consider it by yeas and nays. 
I ask for information. 

Mr.SEWELL. The proceeding is at the discretion of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, but laying on the table is different. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is of opinion that the Con- 
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stitution requires the Senate to vote on the identical bill that has been 
vetoed by the President. 

Mr. SEWELL. That doesnot prevent the bill lying on the table to 
be taken up hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
it on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL. 
the other bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the other bill ? 

Mr. SEWELL. A bill passed by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that will not be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to lay 
the bill on the table. 

The motion was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate 
pass the bill, the objections of the President of the United States to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 
from the Committee on Pensions July 9, 1886. 

Mr. SEWELL. In order to save time I ask that the Secretary only 
read the conclusions of the committee on the subject, without reading 
all the details. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection the concluding 
part of the report only will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I want it all read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report, which 
is as follows: 


It is in order to lay it aside or lay 


I move that it lie on the table, as I wish to take up 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States returning the bill (S. 226) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet D. Marchand, widow of John B. Marchand, of the United States Navy, 
submit the following report: 

The committee have carefully considered said message in connection with the 
previous report made by them in this case, recommending the pomee of said 
bill, and find that the President has taken the course pursued by the Pension 
Burean, which Bureau refused to grant the desired pension to Mrs, Marchand 
upon the ground that the disease of which her late husband,Commodore Mar- 
chand, died could not be traced to disabilities incurred in the service while in the 
line of duty. 

The committee beg leave to submit (1) said veto message as a part of their re- 
port. Also (2) their previous report, accompanying the bill and recommending 
its passage to the Senate. And further (3) a letter from the chief clerk of the 
Navy Department giving the service of this officer. They are as follows: 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 186, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 226, with 
his objections thereto. 
To the Senate: 

I return herewith Senate bill No. 226, entitled “An act granting a pension to 
Margaret D. Marchand,”’ without approval. 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of John B. Marchand, whoen- 
tered the United States Navy in 1828, who was promoted to the rank of commo- 
dore in 1866,and who was placed upon the retired-list in 1870. He died in Au- 
gust, 1875, of heart disease. 

His widow filed an application for pension in 1883, claiming that his fatal dis- 
ease was caused by exposure and exertion in the service during the war of the 
rebellion. The application was rejected because of the inability to furnish evi- 
dence to prove that the death had any relation to the naval service of the de- 
ceased, 

j am unable to see how any other conclusion could have been reached. The 
information furnished by the report of the committee to whom this bill was re- 
ferred,and derived from other data before me, absolutely fails to connect the 
death of Commodore Marchand with any incidents of his naval service. 

This officer was undoubtedly brave and efficient, rendering his country valu- 
able service. But it does not appear to have been of so distinguished a charac- 
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for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared Margaret D. Marchand , 
ing duly sworn according to law, deposes and says as follows, to wit - 
“In the year 1861 my husband, the late Commodore John B. Marc) 
commander, was in command of the steamer James Adger, off Cha; 
C., engaged in the naval service of the United States Government j; 
civil war. Atthat date he was in robust health and perfect physica) , 
He had always been a man of unusually robust constitution, weigh inv 
pounds, and of perfectly regular habits, and from the date of our um. 
wit, the llth day of November, 1856, until the dateof his taking com 
steamer James Adger, in 1861, have never known him to have a 
with the exception of some trivial derangement of perhaps a day 
and never requiring any medical attendance. 
life were uniformly regular and temperate. 
“To the best of my knowledge he went upon blockade duty 
in his usual health, and came to our home in Baltimore in 1864 
health and much reduced in flesh, after protracted blockade d 
severe cogagements while in command ofthe U.S. 8. Lackawa 
At the date of his promotion to the rank of commodore, in th 
tinguished services,the usual physical examination was w 
this date symptoms of defective circulation commenced, : 
the ends of his fingers, they becoming bloodless and livid 
was a frequent sufferer from violent pains in his chest. | 
and 1874 Commodore Marchand was confined to the house, su: 
fsom the swelling of hisfeet. Inthe winter of 1874 and 1875 h 
of the lungs; the last of these hemorrhages was the imm« 
death. Dr. Mahan,of Pennsylvania, our family physician, who 
modore Marchand during the early periods of bis sickness, is n 
Dale and Zeigler, who attended him at his death, pronounced | 
from which death resulted to be heart disease. 
“My belief is further strengthened by the information of Dr. hi 
napolis, Md., that the defective circulation, pains in the chest, : 
were all symtoms of the heart disease which resulted in Co: 
chand’s death; and that all these symptoms and the disease which 
the commodore’s death were svoteesll by exposure consequent u 
tinuous and excessive duties that he was called upon to perform \ 
service of the United States Navy as above stated. 
“MARGARET D. MAR 
“‘Sworn to and subscribed the day and year first above written : 
[SEAL.] “SPRIGG HARWOOD 
“Clerk Circuit Court for Anne A ( 


His habits throughoy 


“On this 15th day of May, before me, Sprigg Harwood, cler! 
for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared Alice P. Thornt 
duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

“That she is a sister of the within-named Margaret D. Mar } 
she has read and carefully exaniined the affidavit of her said sister 
pended; thatshe has personal knowledge of the condition of h« 
ent stages of disease that finally resulted in the death of Commodo: 
and also personal knowledge of the statements contained in the 
davit, and thai she verily believes the same to be true. 

“ALICE P. TH 

“ Sworn and subscribed this 15th day of May, 1884, before me. 

[SEAL] “SPRIGG HARWOOD 

“ Clerk Circuit Court for Anne Am 


The committee also desire to attach and make a part of their report t 
lowing account of the service of Commodore Marchand in Mobile bay 

“The morning of the 5th of August, 1864, he found Admiral Farragut, with 
his fleet, consisting of the Richmond, Port Royal, Lackawanna, Seminole, M 
nongahela, Kennebeck, Ossipee, Itasca, Oneida, Galena, Brooklyn, Octorara 
Metacomet, and lastly the Hartford, the admiral’s flag-ship, at the m f 
Mobile Bay. Among the efficient officers who contributed to this i 
victory was Capt. John B. Marchand,* of the Lackawanna. At fifteen: 
of 6 o'clock the whole fleet was under way, and just one hour afterw 
first gun was fired. The ships above mentioned entered the bay, !ashedt 
other in pairs side by side, in order to prevent any confusion in passi 
formidable fortifications of the confederates guarding the ent th 
The Brooklyn and Octorara were ia the lead. The Lackawanna, wilh the Sem- 
inole, was in the center of the line of battle. Fort Morgan firs « i fire 
upon the fleet, and the rebel boats Tennessee, Morgan, Gaines 
side of the bay, raked the vessels with shot and shell. 

** Just around the pointof land behind Fort Morgan could be se 
looking gunboats and the famous ram Tennessee. The latter was th 
ered the strongest and most powerful ironclad ever put afloat—looking 
great turtle, with —_—— covered with iron plates 6 inches 
thoroughly riveted together, and having a formidable iron beak pro. « 
the water. Her armament consisted of six heavy guns of English make 
ing a solid shot weighing 110 pounds irresistibly against everythin. 
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ter, nor are the circumstances of his widow alleged to be such, as to render a 


rets of the monitors. 
gratuity justifiable, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


“In addition to these means of resistance, the narrow channe! in frop 
fort had been lined with torpedoes. These were in the water, anchored | 
bottom, and were chiefly in the shape of beer kegs filled with powder, ! 
sides of which projected numerous little tubes containing fulminate, W 
was expected would be es by contact with passing vesse!s 

“Although shot and were flying around, none struck the Iackaw 
hull, doing serious injury, until she was within 400 or 500 yards of Fort Sor 
when a heavy elongated shot from the fort passed through the sip 
ing and wounding sixteen men at the 150-pound rifle, when it carried away '¥° 
stanchions of the taffrail, passed through the foremast, and carricd away [" 
head of the sheet-cable bits, then, through the other side of the salp,!°" 
into the water. Blood and mangied human remains for a time impece’ “ 
working of the 150-pounder. The firing of shells from the Union Se 
continuous that the weredriven away from their cuns. 

“At 8} o'clock in the morning the Union fleet had passed beyond (he™ 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, the guns of Fort Morgan, when the ram Tennessee was seen appro? 

Speaker of the House of ives. admiral made signal to the Monongahela, comms ided by Captain 51"! 
JOHN SHERMAN, ing nearest, torun herdown. The vessel wasarmed with a hea\ y art 
President of the Senate pro tempore. prow,and was, among the wooden vessels, the best adapted to the pur 
: : es : executing the admiral’s order. saint 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. “atthe same time the signal was sent upto the Lackawanna to als) attack 
Tennessee, The M first struck the rebel craft angularly, gnc" 
and doing her no perceptible injury. The Lackawanna was more fort's 
struck her at t angles keel. The concussion was tremenco® 


aes 
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{[Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, be- 
gun and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 7th day of Decem- 


ber, 1885. ] 
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An act granting a pension to Margaret B. Marchand. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret D. Marchand, 
widow of Commodore J. B. Marchand, late of the United States Navy, and pay 


her a pension at the rate of $50 per month from the date of the passage of this 
act. 
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ANSON G. McCOOK, 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 


Chief Clerk. 
[Senate Report No. 171, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 226) granting a 
pension to Margaret D. Marchand, beg leave to state thata bill forthis same pur- 
o was ep ‘eee Conimmittee on — of the Senate during the sec- 
ond session of the Forty-eighth Congress and passed by the Senate, in 
the House only for want of time to bring the measure a that body. 

This committee beg to state further that they have examined the facts in the 
case recited in the affidavits of Mrs. Marchand and of the Alice P. Thorn- 
ton, which are hereto appended and made part of this report: 


“On this 15th day of May, 1884, before me, Sprigg Harwood, clerk circuit court 


fired into the enemy, the vessels then being so close as to almost cue®” 
men to touch each other. The effect of this broadside was to force the c'" 
to abandon their thereby so disabling them as to prevent their usins 

quae ob tan uide Gexing the remainder of the engagement. The gen of ad 
fe tt hand to hand. A determined attempt was here made by (°° " 

of Marchand, under his orders, to board the enemy's ship, but w°* ail 
to be impossible on account of the heavy coatings of tallow with which He" 


* Since promoted to commodore. 
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my’s iron decks were covered. Many of his men slipped off and fell into the 
water. In the attempt to run down the Tennessee the stem of the Lackawanna 
was cutand crushed far back of the planks’ ends, doingher great injury, and 
leaving her in places but a few inches above the water. 

“ Prom the disabled condition of the Lackawanna in coping with this much 
superior antagonist the two vessels became separated, the ram going ahead, and 
the Lackawanna having nothing to hold on by, her captain ordered the helm 
hard over to bring the ship around, in order to make another attempt at run- 
ping down the ram; but the great length of his vessel and the shoalness of the 
water, which was not more than a foot under the keel, prevented his turning 
rapidly, and in going round he collided with the Hartford, the Admiral’s flag- 
ship, although every effort was made on his part to prevent the collision by back- | 
ing the engine. Of this it has been aptly said by a personal friend of Admiral 
Farragut, the historian of this engagement, and who expressed the sentiment 
of the admiral, long after the occurrence, that ‘the fault was as much with the 
Hartford a8 with the Lackawanna, each being too eager to reach the enemy.’ 

J.C. Kinney, in Seribner’s Monthly Magazine, June, 1881.) | 
“i After the Lackawanna had cleared the Hartford she again started to run 
down the Tennessee, but before reaching her the rebel flag had been hauled | 
down, a white one hoisted, and the ram had surrendered tothe Union fleet, 
which by that time encompassed her on all sides, rendering her escape impossi- 
Othe committee beg leave, therefore, to report the bill favorably. 

. % * + a = * 

It appears that Commodore Marchand entered the Navy in 1828, and was 
placed upon the retired-list in 1870, thus serving his country forty-two years. 

His widow, the claimant, makes affidavit, as set forth in the foregoing report, 
as also does Alice P. Thornton, which satisfies the committee (in connection 
with such serviceof forty-two years) that the disease was incurred, or the causes 
which led to it, during the long period of service of this officer. 

It has been the custom of Congress for some time to grant $50 per month to 
the widows of brigadier-generals in the Army, and of commodores inthe Navy, 
and also to the widows of officers of higher rank. This is, therefore, notan ex- 
ceptional case. i 

These pensions to widows of naval officers are paid from what is known as 
the naval fund, which accrues from contributions of the officers and men of the 
Navy; and naval officers have always looked forward to having their families 
receive a portion of this'‘fund to which they have contributed, and which they 
look upon as to that purpose. 

The committee believe this veto is the first of the kind ever transmitted to 
Congress by a President of the United States, and they take issue with his rea- 
sons for so doing, believing that, if they did not have the positive evidence of 
Mrs. Marchand and Alice Thornton, it would be fair to infer that the disease 
of which this officer died must have been the result of, or must have originated 

in, the hardships of the service, covered by this lengthened period of forty-two 


ears. 

. The President does the memory of this officer credit by saying he ‘‘ was un- 
doubtedly brave and efficient, rendering bis country valuable service,” but adds, 
in the next sentence, words which cloud the just praise written the moment be- 
fore. He says: “ But it (his valuable service) does not appear to have been of 
so distinguished a character, nor are the circumstances of his widow alleged to 
be such, as to render a gratuity justifiable.” 

An officer who has gone through all the grades of the service from a cadet to 
acommodore; who was in that service during two wars; who commanded 
ship after ship, and of whose gallantry and ability no question has ever been 

ised—the committee say that the widow of such an officer should not now be 
told that the services of her husband were not of a distinguished character; 
nor should the natural shrinking of a woman to parade before the world the 
daily necessities of her life and home, to meet which the pension asked for 
would be, and is, most desirable,and especially so when itis to come from a 
fund in the participation of which she has an undoubted claim—such criticisms 
the committee assert can not be given as reasons by the Executive of the United 
pea the widow of a brave and efficient officer of that which is 

r t. 

The committee, therefore, believing the claim to be a just and meritorious 
one, and the reasons presented for its refusal as of no avail and adverse to a fit 
ee ition of manly, loyal, and efficient service running through 
a of aunty tall a century, do recommend the passage of the bill S. 226, 
the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I did not notice how accurately the Secretary 
read on page 3, but hearing the testimony of Mrs. Margaret D. Mar- 


chand and Alice P. Thornton I did not catch the reading of the account 
that follows: 


The committee also desire to attach and make a part of their report the fol- 
lowing account of the service of Commodore Marchand in Mobile Bay. 

Was I mistaken? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAte in the chair). The Chair 
understands that the Secretary read the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Also on page 4I did not hear it, and I have a 
pretty acute hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that about 
half a page on page 4, the letter from the Navy Department, was not 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have that complete. I do not 
want the RecorD incomplete 


é 


_ Mr. PLUMB. It will be in the Recorp. The Senator might read 
it for his own edification. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the report will be 
completed by reading the omitted part. 
The Seeretary read the letter of the Secretary of the Navy on page 4 
of the report, as follows: . 
Navy Department, Washington, August 10, 1883. 
Sin: In reply to your letter of the 2ist ultimo, you are informed that John P. 
‘eethen d was ited a midshipman in the Navy May 1, 1823; October 27, 
, ordered to ase, Philadelphia; August 22, 1829, detached and or- 
dered to the Peacock; November 26, 1830, detached and ordered to the Shark ; 
Aogust 8, 1831, detached and ordered to the Porpoise; August 28, 1832, detached 
com on orders; October 4, 1832, ordered to the Experiment; De- 
to the 18, 1832, and placed on waiting orders; April 29, 1833, ordered 
orders pe rere Norfolk ; November 11, 1833, detached and placed on waiting 
tothe j June 14, 1834, promoted to midshipman ; August 6, 1834, ordered 
7 iss Potomac; December ~) detached and ordered to the Shark; May 
ing . detached to the Joha ; May 26, 1837, detached and placed on wait- 
orders; June 12, 1837, ordered to the Porpoise ; May 22, 1838, detached and 
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placed on waiting orders; ( er 25, 1838, ordered to the Woodbury; January 
, 1839, detached and wait orders; April 18, 1839, ordered tothe Levant; Septem- 
ber 6, 1839, detached i d to the Ontario: January 29, 1840, } moted to 
eutenant; April 26, Ls40, d ched and ordered tothe Warren; July 10, 1840, de- 
tached and to the Erie; O rl , detached and wait orders; August 11, 
Sil, ordered to the Van I or 11, 1843,d4 hed and to the Brandy- 
wine; September 19, 1845, detache id ted lea November 13, 184, or- 
dered tothe navy-yard, | idely 1: No iand orderedto 
|} the Ohio 17 l 1) the Saint Ma unted leave of ab- 
} sence; August 17, 1850, « to the v 1 ! P ia March 
} 15, 1852, detached and « ] ) » € i: J hed and 
granted three months’ : eptember 14 Ove 
tober 25, 1855, ordered to the B ’ r ‘ S58. de- 
tached and ordered to I ind the Mem May 2 t j al 
grantedleave; J ry 10 l, l las | s rof venth 
district; August 31, 1861, detac! ed to e« i Ta 5A ur 
July 16, 1862, promoted to captain; August L4, 1862, d and wait orders 
October 24, 1862. ordered to mand the Lackawanr N r { i. cle 
tached and wait orders; D nber 1864 l al Ww 4 
Admiral Gregory; July ll letached and j 1 t I 
delphia; July 25, 1866, prom ito commodor Au s i l 
wait orders; November 27, 1856, ordered asa mi} of t boa tn 
ers; May 9, 1858 iched ix red to or ance d e navy Phila 
delphia; Au 358 ached 1 ordered to< i y Phila- 
delphia; / ‘ 13; ret 8 tached 
and wait orders 
He died at Carlisle, Pa., on the 13th April, 1875 
Claim No. 3555. Navy widow.—L.C. W 


By direction of the Secret 
Very respectfully, 
INO. W. HOGG. c) 
Hon. Wm. M. DupLeEY. 


Commissioner of Pe s, Washington, D. ¢ 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Iaskif it is in order, and if it is in order I 
make the motion, to postpone the consideration of this message until, 
say, the first Wednesday after the meeting of the next session of Con- 
gress. I will state my reason for making this motion. 

I trust I do not violate any rule of the Senate or any confidence of the 
committee when I state that when this message was considered in the 
committee I declined to vote upon the proposition for the reason that I 
desired to inform myself more fully than I was then informed, and I 
confess than I am now, as to the claim which is said to exist on the 
part of the navy people, as they are termed, that they had a special 
fund to which they could look for the payment of their pensions. 

It was alleged in their behalf and has been within my knowledge 
that the prize-money which accumulated prior to and during the civil 
war amounted to a very large sum of money; that the Government of 
the United States without any consultation with the parties in interest, 
to wit, the officers and seamen of the Navy, arbitrarily settled some 
years since the rate of interest it would pay upon this sum, whatever 
amount it was, of naval prize-money that was due to these people. I 
say due to them because under the policy of the Government from its 
foundation and up to this hour one-half of the value of all prizes capt- 
ured by the Navy is set apart as a pension fund, as a special fund for 
their benefit, the other half of the value of the prizes going into the 
general treasury. ‘The naval people complain of this action of the Gov- 
ernment. They say it was arbitrary; it was without consultation with 
them. It is to-day nothing less than a navy fund; it is simply borne 
on the books of the Department and appears in your public-debt state- 
ment as the naval pension fund bearing 3 per cent. interest. 

I submit to honest men that you must remove this mpression, and 
in removing the impression, if this is to be regarded as acommon fund 
of the people of the United States, then do justice to the sailor, do the 
same justice that you would do and are doing to the soldiers of the 
country. Do not make Jack pay for his clothing, do not make Jack 
pay for everything, and then turn his attention to the pension fund as 
his special estate and when he comes here discriminate against him. 

It is for these reasons, which I have not the physical ability now to 
elaborate, that I in committee declined to vote on this proposition. I 
hope it will be postponed and that either I or somebody else will go to 
the bottom of this naval pension fund and remove, if we can do so legiti- 
mately, this expectation and belief on the part of the officers and sea- 
men of the Navy that they have a right to look to this special fund as 
their property. 

It is for this reason, and in justice to the President and in justice to 
the sailors of the country, that this whole matter should be known. 

I see the distinguished Senator from the State of Ohio [Mr. SHEr- 
MAN], and I know amongst Navy people that he is accredited with the 
fact of having arbitrarily and without consultation with Jack and his 
representatives fixed the interest upon the naval pension fund at 3 per 
cent. when the, Government was paying 6, when no 3 per cent. bonds 
existed, and Jack to-day claims that if you would treat him as any 
other creditor he has a larger sum dve to him than is represented on 
the books by three or four million dollars. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will not press this matter at the present time. In 
fact I did not intend to do so. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Allow me. I make this motion in justice to 
the bill. I want to do what I regard as my duty. If forced to vote on 
the matter of the veto, I shall be constrained to vote for the President’s 
veto. The proposition which I know my friend from New Jersey has 
in mind to submit is a pension of $30 to this widow. The present bill 
is to increase from $30 to $50. Looking simply to the mere merits of 
the increase and of the veto, I should be compelled to vote to sustain 
the President. Therefore it is without prejudice to any one that I have 
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made the motion to postpone. I shall vote for the House bill that my 
friend from New Jersey will bring forward. 

Mr.SEWELL. Iam willing to consent on the part of the committee 
to the postponement of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAre in the chair). Will the 
Senator from Tennessee state the day ? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Wednesday after the first Monday of Decem- 
ber next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill until the Wednesday 
after the first Monday of December next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I now move to take up Order of Business 1817, be- 
ing House bill 2060. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 2060) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret D. Marchand was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Margaret 
D. Marchand, widow of Commodore J. B, Marchand, late of the United 
States Navy. 

Mr. SEWELL. The bill simply places this lady on the pension-list 
at the regular rate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of bis secretarjes, announced that the President had on the 
3d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 13) for the relief of William J. Smith, late surveyor of 
customs for the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee; 

An act (S. 71) for the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, 
Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of 
Washington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory; 

An act (S. 304) to compensate physicians for services rendered under 
an order of the United States court of the northern district of Alabama; 

An act (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClintock; 

An act (S. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau; 

An act (S. 1008) to empower the board of foreign missions of the 
Methodist Protestant Church to hold property in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

An act (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Squires; 

An act (S. 2796) to establish a land office at Lamar, Colo.; 

An act (S. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler; 

An act (S. 1899) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie Maynadier Phelps, 
widow of Capt. Seth Ledyard Phelps, late minister of the United States 
to Peru; 

An act (S. 2415) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian Broth- 
ers’ College, of Saint Louis, Mo.; and 

An act (S. 2349) granting a pension to Catharine Lanigan. 

WASHINGTON CITY GAS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I desire to call attention to Calendar number 1675, 
being the bill (8S, 2819) relating to the manufactureand sale of gasin the 
city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, and amendatory of 
an actentitled ‘‘Anact regulating gas-works,’’ approved June 23, 1874, 
I reported that bill by direction of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, after a very careful and laborious examination by that 
committee, and I have watched since the evidence was printed an op- 
portunity to call it to the attention of the Senate, but have been un- 
able todo so. I simply desireto give notice now “hat in the early days 
of the session of December next I shall press that bill on the consid- 
eration of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (H. R. 4865) to extend the system for the immediate delivery of 
letters, and amendatory of sections 3, 4, and 5 of the act approved 
March 3, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes.’’ 

a JOHN 8, WILLIAMS—VETO MESSAGE. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1751. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a bill already pending, 
moved by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE], who gave way in- 
formally. It is now the pending business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How is that? Have we been going on consider- 
ing bills while another measure was pending? 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill just disposed of was taken up by a vote of 
the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order that the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia is not the pending question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia 
claim that his bill is pending? 

Mr. MAHONE. No, sir; I withdrew it, 
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Mr. PLUMB. I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate bil] 
No. 789, granting a pension to John 8. Williams. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is before the Senate, and the 
question is, Shall the bill pass, the objections of the President of tie 
United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not care at this late hour to de. 
tain the Senate a great while on this case. I feel some interest jn jt, 
for that I believe the bill ought to have been signed by the President 
and ought to pass over his veto on its merits, and because I happen to 
have a slight acquaintance with the beneficiary of the bill and know 
his need. The last report of the Committee on Pensions is as fo] |ows- 


This soldier served from July 1, 1861, until he was discharged, July 26, 1865, ang 
the question raised in this case is as to the origin or of the incurrence of the dis. 
ability in the service. He paponene the evidence of two comrades, who are 
shown by confidential inquiries, made on the part of the Pent ‘on Office, to be 
truthfal, establishing the origin of the disability in such service; also the evi- 
dence of Lieutenant-Colonel, now Judge, Hines, that although he did not wit. 
ness the accident, yet he heard of it at the time from members of the regiment 
of which he was an officer. There seems to be no good reason to doubt that it 
was so received. The claimant was ina regiment commanded by ex-President 


Hayes. 


Mr. HARRISON. It was a good regiment. 

Mr. PLUMB. It was a good regiment, as the Senator from Indiang 
(Mr. HARRISON] says, and that is worth something as throwing light 
on the merit of Private Williams’s service. The report of the commit- 
tee, which accompanied the bill on its original passage, is as follows: 

The claimant, John S. Williams, was a private in Company K, Twelfth Ohio 
Volunteers, and of Company C, Twenty-third Ohio Volunteers. He applied to 
the Pension Office for a pension, but his claim was rejected by the Department 
on the ground “that there is no record of alleged in'‘ury of left shoulder, and 
that the claimant is unable to furnish the testimony of his surgeon or officers, 
or other satisfactory evidence of incurrence in the service and line of duty.” 

The existence of the injury and disability at the present time is adwwitted, 
Treatment for two months by the regimental surgeon for injury is 5! own asa 
matter of record. The claimant himself and several comrades testify to his re- 
ceiving the injury, as alleged, in line of duty, and the continuance of the dis. 
ability from then until the present time is also shown by comrades and other 
apparently reliable testimony. The claimant shows that the doctors, surgeons, 
and officers who knew him are dead, and that would seem to be a satisfactory 
reason for his failure to procure theirtestimony. Weare unable to sce any rea- 
son for the rejection of this claim. The examining surgeon finds the existence 
of the disability, and certifies that in his belief from his examination it was re- 
ceived in the service and in line of duty. There is no suggestion of fraud, nor 
anything to justify the suggestion if it were made, 


The Presidential veto is in these words: 


To the Senate: 

Senate bill No. 789, entitled “An act granting a pension to John S. Williams, 
is herewith returned without approval. 

This claimant enlisted in 1861. Healleges that his shoulder was dislocated in 
1862 while ferrying troops across a river. The records of the War Department 
fail to furnish any information as to the alleged injury. He served afterward 
until 1865 and was discharged. His claim for pension was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau in 1882, twenty years after the time he fixesas the date of hisinjury; 
and after such long delay he states as an excuse for the unsatisfactory nature of 
his proof that the doctors, surgeons, and officers who knew him are dead 

Considering that the injury complained of is merely a dislocation of the 
shoulder, and in view of the other facts developed in the case, I think the Pen- 
sion Bureau arrived at a correct conclusion when this claim was rejected. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
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I will state, having examined the papers, that all the allegations 
contained in the two reports f the Pension Committee are correct ex- 
cept one, and the error in that case resulted from the same judgment 
in regard to a paper found in the files, which I myself first formed, 
and that was that treatment for two months by the regimental surgeon 
was shown as matter of record. That was not shown and the com- 
mittee were misled, as I was misled, on the first examination of the 
papers by a paper which is found in the files from the Pension Uflice, 
which states on the face something like this: ‘‘ Treatment in hospital 
for two months;’’ but that was in the nature of an inquiry, as | alter- 
ward ascertained, rather than an assertion. s 

Coming now to the objections of the President, it must be borne in 
mind that the reason of the exercise by Congress of its power in regard 
to pensions is found in the fact that there are a large number of cases 
in which the technical proof required by the law which the Pension 
Office administers and which it can not waive is found to be impossible 
to make. If it were not for that we should not need to pass any )1!!s 
granting special pensions, and if it were not for similar defects existing 
in regard to other claims against the Government we should not need 
to pass any bills for the allowance of private claims, because if we were 
to hold everybody to the strict letter of the law there would he, of 
course, no claim whatever upon the equitable authority or power 0! Con- 
gress; and yet we have passed this year, as every year, bills, which the 
President has signed, paying all sorts of claims against the Goes. 
ment, which the accounting officers of the Treasury under the gene™ 
law were not permitted to allow. ‘ i 

The passage ofa special pension bill is simply the exercise of an or’ 
nary and always conceded power of Congress in regard to the puri 
moneys, and especially in reference to claims that are made with a show 
of rightfulness on the partof the élaimant. It does not, therelore, - 
nify, for the purpose of passing this bill over the veto, that the — 
was not able to obtain his pension through the medium of the Pensioz 
Office, and the President himself has rccognizéd this by his signatu* 
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number of private bills conferring pensions in cases where 
én Office had. rejected the applications. In fact, it is a rule 
of the Pension Committees, which has become a rule of Congress, that 
daims will not be considered where they have not been presented at 
the Pension Office and been there rejected, or where the action of the 
office is at least equivalent to a rejection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If they are only for the sum the parties would be 
entitled to by law. Those fora sum known to be outside of the law 
may come to Congress directly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Or, as the Senator from Vermont states, there are 
cases which the Pension Office has not jurisdiction of practically, because 
the amount claimed is greater than the Pension Office is authorized to 
award, or, a8 the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] suggests, 
cases where a person is not entitled to a yension under the general law 
for the reason that he was not mustered, and consequently the Pension 
Office would not have jurisdiction to entertain his claim. 

John 8. Williams served four years as a private soldier, and the fact 
of this length of service, and especially that portion of it after the incur- 
rence of the disability for which he claims pension, is urged by the 
President against him. Ido not need to appeal alone to those who 
have had the experience of army service when I say that the fact that 
a soldier was not treated in a hospital is not conclusive or even very 

strong evidence that he was not disabled in the service. There areall 
sorts of disability, both in the military service and among persons 
in civil life, which are not made the subject of medical or surgical treat- 
ment. There is often lack of confidence in the virtues of treatment 
by medication, and more often still lack of confidence in the skill of 
physicians. There is often also a feeling of delicacy about submitting to 
treatment, and many men also refrain from employing a physician from 

a feeling of indifference; and soldiers from these and other reasons often 

refrained from going to hospital and from consulting the regimental 

There was often a feeling that the surgeons were not sufli- 
ciently considerate of the health of the private soldiers—reserving 
their best skill for the officers. But it is not necessary to dwell 
upon this reason, for each one of us can doubtless recall more than one 
person who to our knowledge went through life ailing and finally dy- 
ing of disordered stomach ‘or lungs or frame, who could not be induced 
to take treatment from or consult a physician. Some people delight 
to parade their ailments; others as sedulously conceal them. 

There was, at the outset, and always, more or less ground for distrust 
of the medical staff of the Army. While comprising very many of the 
ablest physicians and surgeons of the country it also embraced many 

new and inexperienced men, some without ability or character. This 
was the inevitable result of getting together suddenly the medical offi- 
cers for two thousand regiments and independent organizations and the 
organization of scores of hospitals. Some Army surgeons delighted to 
scoff at and make light of the ailments of the men committed to their 
charge. This was partly from ignorance, partly from laziness, and 
partly also from indifference and inhumanity. 

Many a private soldier has been repelled from the door of a hospital 
by the unfriendly aspect and language of the surgeon, and this affected 
others as well. It is well known that thousands of soldiers preferred 
to remain sick in quarters under the care of comrades rather than go to 
hospital for treatment. The Pension Office recognizes this by allow- 
ing pensions every day to men who have proven disability occurring in 
the line of duty but who have no hospital record. 

There was also more or less carelessness about keeping the records of 
hospitals. Attimes it wasimpossible to keep them. It was rare indeed 
that record was ever made of those who did not remain in hospital 
under treatment for a considerable period of time. So that Private 
Villiams’s claim for pension can not be properly opposed because the 
record fails to disclose that he was treated in hospital. Two comrades, 
Who are certified to as credible persons, testify that they witnessed the 
accident or occurrence which resulted in the dislocation of Private Will- 
ams’s shoulder, and the colonel of his regiment testifies that he knew 
of the accident and its result by hearing it spoken of among the men at 
the time. Is anything more needed to satisfy a reasonable person that 
the claimant’s shoulder was dislocated as alleged by him, and that it 
was while he was in the line of his duty? That the injury still exists 
shown by the examination made by the proper medical officers after 
pplication was filed in the Pension Office. 
aa is = ms familiar with the proofs furnished in support of 

claims, by special act of Congress, but that will say the 
proof made by Private Williams is equal, if not superior, to that exist- 
ny in Many cases? 

But the President 
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alleges against Williams that he served for nearly 
the accident, and that he waited until several years 
; before applying for pension. Neither of these ob- 
ketions are, in my j _ tenable. 
There were men in the service in all regiments who were 
the y disabled—men who could not at all times carry a musket— 
wi acted as orderlies, as hospital attendants, as cooks, and so forth 
ad 80 on between times, many if not most of whom were always ready 
They to go into battle, and did so go whenever occasion offered. 
P not ae up on the march and endure all the fatigue 
— who carried a et constantly. All who are at all familiar 
army affairs will realize the correctness of this statement; and 
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such men as Williams, who declined to avail themselves of the oppor- 
tunity presented by the existence of a partial disability to be discharged 
and to go home out of danger, deserve credit rather than ad verse criticism. 
Nor is the objection that he waited until many years after the expira- 
tion of his service before applying for pension tenable. 

Such cases are being adjudicated favorably in the Pension Office daily. 
When the war closed the soldiers availed themselves gladly of the op- 
portunity to go back to theirhommes. They were intent on getting back 
as quickly as possible to the pursuits of peace and the enjoyments of 
home. Very few thought for an instant in that glad hour of applying 
forpension. The Government was strug) ling with the fearful financial 
responsibilities of the great contest, and no good soldier desired to add 
to its embarrassment in this regard. In the exultation over the vic- 
tory won, the rejoicing at the opportunity to once more share the de- 
lights of home, full of plans for the future, the soldier took little or no 
account of the aches and pains, the weakened frame, the premature age 
which years of danger, hardship, and exposure had indelibly impressed 
upon his physical being. It wasenough that the war was over, that he 
had done his share to bring it to a right conclusion, and that through 
all its perils he had been spared to witness a united country and to go 
home to wife and childrenand fatherand mother. What cared he then 
formoney? Was he not rich in self-respect, in the respect of all his fel- 
lows and in the admiration of all mankind? But when he finally came 
to settle down to the affairs of peace he found that important changes 
had occurred, which made it next to impossible that he should assume 
precisely his old place in the community. 

His place in office, shop, school, church, on the farm, had been filled, 
and it was not always possible to get it back again or even a similar 
one. Business had adjusted itself to new men and methods, and he 
was toa certain extent superfluous. He himself was changed. His 
horizon had widened. He had been a vital and intelligent part of the 
greatest war of modern times—had become accustomed to excitement, 
to danger, to new ideas, new experiences, to great affairs, and the quiet 
uneventful life on the farm, inthe village—the ‘‘ day of small things ’’— 
fretted him, and so he changed his location and went West to new and 
wider fields where his restless energy could find full and free scope. 
The new States and Territories, the plains and the mountains knew 
him. He has subdued nature, reclaimed the desert, populated the 
waste places, quickened all the currents of our national commercial 
life, and contributed to the enduring prosperity of the whole people. 
The interest and excitement of his campaigns in these new fields 
made him in a measure oblivious of the general impairment of health 
and the specific disabilities resulting from the exposure of his army 
service. So long, at all events, as he was prosperous he would not ap- 
ply for a pension; but finally the physical break-down comes. It is 
preceded or accompanied by financial! misfortune, and poverty and want 
even stare the soldier of the Republic in the face. His misfortunes 
are aggravated by the dependence upon him of wifeand children. The 
Government he helped to save at the risk of health and life is rich. 
His own labor in the opening up of new areas to settlement and civili- 
zation have added vastly to the national wealth, but have impover- 
ished him. Now he recalls the Government promise to compensate 
him for disabilities incurred in its service, and he applies for a pension. 
Is he to be told that he waited too long and hence must be denied ? 

Ought we not rather tocommend him for his waiting? The Govern- 
ment has had the use of the money due him meanwhile, and his motives 
have been like his services—patriotic. Owing to lapse of time he will 
not be able to make quite so strong a showingon paper as though he had 
applied before witnesses became scattered and died and the recollection 
of details faded cutof the mindsof survivors. Butif heean make a fair 
showing he should not be denied relief. If as is the present case the 
proof does not satisfy the necessary requirements of the Pension Office 
then Congress should afford relief by special act. It has the power to 
waive the production of all proof. Wasit improper that it should vote 
a pension to Private Williams on the case as made out? The Senate 
has already passed a bill to pension all ex-Union soldiers who are now 
disabled and dependent upon their labor for support without requiring 
proof connecting the disability with the Army service. The case of 
Private Williamsis much stronger. 

This nan was a private soldier. We have passed many bills for the 
relief of widows of admirals and commodores and generals and colonels, 
and so on, where the pensions have been given solely because of the 
rank of the husband and not upon any pretense whatever that his death 
was occasioned by reason of service in the Army or the Navy. There 
has been no attempt to make connection between them; and the Pres- 
ident has promptly signed all such presented to him except one—that 
ot the widow of Major-General Hunter. 

After all this will it be out of place if I say a word in favor of 
the private soldier? I know that when the record of history is made 
up those persons who get special personal mention are the officers— 
the major-generals, the brigadier-generals, the colonels, and so on; but 
the men to whom praise is most due are the men who served in the 
ranks; they did the fighting, and it was fighting which alone saved 
the Republic. 


Their’s the poor pay and wretched food. Not a regiment of volun 


teers but had as intelligent men in the ranks as the one who com 
manded the division they belonged to. 





7962 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Auavsr 4 


Sma a ep 
eee ae eek “ 
Cet 1 Saas wi de 


ie Cas RN 
~*. este as mee a Seer s 


BRS 


| 

It is not the least of the merits of the private soldier that he con- Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Wuirrno) 
sented to be commanded by and to obey implicitly officers whom he | terday in justifying the veto of the President in the Nottar, 
knew to be incompetent—in many cases all the more hard because | I think, that the great peril this country was under was fro) 
often officer and private had been boys together; in most cases they | pensity to special legislation, and he said also, in substa; 
came from the same locality, from the same ranks in life. The | only barrier between the country and that peril was the \ 
private soldier obeyed those appointed over him, no matter how hard | President. If that is the case, I do notsee what is the u 
it went against the grain, because of his patriotic sense of duty. He | If the only barrier between the country and destruction fron 
was willing to die and to be forgotten if thereby the Republic might | and extravagant appropriation of public money and from | 
live. special legislation is to be found in the President, why n 


} 
f 
This class of men have had the least recognition. I could look with the power in the President at once and be done with it? 
some patience upon the vetoing of a bill to pension at $600 a year the | away from Congress that which, according to the state: 
widow of a man who had served as an officer and had an officer’s pay | ator from Tennessee, it so misuses and so abuses, and 
and emoluments and opportunities in the Army, and who had died from | dent of the United States, ‘‘ You shall spend the p 
© cause which had no relation whatever to Army service. I could well | shall perform, according as your superior judgment 
see how the President might veto a bill of that kind. And yet the | functions which are now performed by Congress?’ 
President has signed many such bills, bills which give money as a gra- I know how difficult it is at this period, removed 
tuity pure and simple, and a rate of pension five to six times larger | struggle between the Union and the confederacy, t 
than those given to private soldiers by special act. fice was required and what sacrifice was freely mad 
Coming back now to the case of private John S. Williams and ac- | cause of the Union might triumph. I know how lia! 
cepting as correct the President’s theory about the testimony, the very | are to forget it, to overlook it. But it is wise for us t 
worst that can be said is that it is proposed to give a gratuity of not |-It is by recurring to that time, to the patriotism that 
more than $8 per month to this old soldier who served his country in | that we find encouragement and hope for the future. 
the ranks for jour years. Isthatoffensiveto anybody? Suppose Con- | for that, if we had not in our history the spectacle of { 
gress proposes to pick out John 8. Williams, who served a whole term | men voluntarily enlisting for the defense of the count 
in the Twelfth Ohioand a part of a term alsoin the Twenty-third Ohio, | armed foe, without question as to compensation, and wl: 
amounting to four years altogether, and say to him that, in the decline | over quietly returning to the duties of peace without ask 
of life, by reason of his poverty, it will do a little something to make | for themselves on aceount of their service, we might well in 
the last years of his life comfortable. Is that an unwise and improper | of interests now occurring despair of the Republic; but the ; 
exercise of the power of Congress, or an extravagant use of the public | that was then manifested still exists, and it will be equal 
money? Let any one who thinks it is look over the statutes of the | emergencies, not necessarily of battle and bloodshed, becau 
United States and see the gratuitiesthat have been given from time to | not likely occur, but in the more trying time which wi 
time based upon less merit than that of a soldier who served faithfully | the contention of interest and rights, which will call tor 
in the ranks during the entire war. and a wisdom born of a love of country and of liberty. 
Mr. President, the confederacy went down under the blows dealt by And as part of the evidence that we do recall those se1 
Private Williams and others of the same class, but I venture to say that | are not forgetfal of them, and that they to-day constitute { 
if the confederacy had triumphed theSouthern people would have cheer- | the belief that the country is not to succumb to foes internal or exter. 
fully mortgaged their utmost resources in order that their heroes might | nal, butis to goon and on ‘‘a government of the people and by t! 
have comfort and ample recognition out of the public funds for the serv- | people and for the people,’’ growing stronger each succeeding , 
ice they had rendered in bringing about that triumph. That chival- | tion, we can afford to give liberally to relieve the necessities 
rous people would have stopped at nothing that was consistent with | who rendered this service. 
their ability to pay to recognize the merits of that greatservice. Shall Mr. President, I do not believe that the Senate of the United 
the Union be any less regardful of its obligations? I do not believe | will fail in the recognition that it has the chance to give o! 
that the men who sit on the other side of the Chamber and who served | of one of that great army to whom the country owes its p 
the confederacy under arms will say so, whatever the President may do, | prosperity, and its existence; will not deny the application of I’ri 
The maximum sum which this man could get is $8 a month—$96 a | Williams for such pension, as coupled with the little labor he is able 
year. Will that make a great hole in the Treasury? Is that the side | to do, will keep the wolf from the door and serve to show him that the 
on which we can afford to err, if we are golng to err at all? Republic which he served has not forgotten him in his hour of n 
Mr. President, I say there is no merit worthy of recognition by the Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. President, I would not seek t! 
Government that is equal to the merit of the man who staked life and | just at this moment, because I have a distaste to make any opposition 
limb and health upon an issue in which he had no personal interest | to appeals, I will not say to the kindly and better feelings of one’s nat- 
other than that which affected him as a member of society, of the great | ure but of any character, yet I do not wish to submit toa misconstra- 
body ef the people. tion of the remarks which I had the honor to submit to the Senate 
Since this bill was passed the Senate has passed a bill providing for | yesterday. 
pensioning all who served in the Union Army and who now being in I did not say or mean to say that the President of the United States 
straitened circumstances are also disabled in any perceptible degree | was the sole obstacle to the encroachments of corruption in spec.al lez 
physically, and so to that extent disqualified from earning a livelihood | islation in this country. I am aware, for one, ti.at there isan honest, 
by the labor of their hands. I do not think any one questions the pro- | patriotic sentiment always existing and alvvays wviding with t! 
priety of that. I do not believe that any one, however constituted he | body of the people of this country, and which in any emergency ) 
may be, however lacking in human sympathy, would say that it was | appealed to, in my judgment, will sustain the institutions and tor 
a right or a proper thing that there should ever be found in actual want j| our Government. But I did mean to say that among tlie methots 
and distress, under the shadow of the Stars and Stripes, a single one | and agencies provided by the wisdom of the men who founded this 
of all the men who helped to make up the Army that saved the coun- | ernment was the conservative power lodged with the Executive 0! 
try. nation, that conservative power being the veto power. And [ tu! 
Ninety-six dollars a year is not a very great barrier between a man | my friend from Kansas, who made this reflection, and ask !)im1! 1D “'s 
and want, and yet John 8. Williams, a private soldier of four years’ | own knowledge and within the knowledge of every man i1 this « 
service, poor and broken down and almost helpless, and soon to join | try there is not an insidious encroachment being mace por o'r! 
the great majority, may and probably will be exposed to want if not | ular institutions through the various representative forms 0! 01! 
relieved by local charity on account of the lack of this pitiful sum | ernment in the special legislation that is sought. ‘ 
which the President by his veto forbids to be given. Sir, in proof of this may I appeal to the record of New \0 k, may 
Is this a fair and proper exercise of the veto power? Is this work | appeal to the record of Chi may I appeal to the recor’ 
suitable to the sense of justice which ought to eemiiion the Presi- | Legislatures, may I appeal to history of Congress itse!!, to attes' | 
dent of the United States? Is this the full measure of hisopportunity? | fact that in the multiplied applications which are being m.'e ‘oO 
Are there no greater things of concern to the well-being of the people, | representative forms of our Government for jobs, for individual p 
which being within the proper purview of his high duties, he could | for special legislation, great harm and great injury is comins 0)" 
turn his attention to? Is he sure that in saving $96 a year at the ex- | form of government. And it is only in periodic revolutions ™\" ' 
pense of Private Williams he is not overlooking greater extravagance | the people themselves that safety hitherto has been foun. I mean 
somewhere else? recent years—and to-day when we find an Executive wit) "°"\" 
The total amount saved to the Treasury, I have been told by a mem- | courage and wisdom and discretion, who is ready and wilss 1" 
ber of the Pension Committee, if all the vetoes of private pension bills | thankless job that the President is now engaged in in vetuins 
by the President should stand will not amount to the salary of the | ting his foot upon special legislation, he is doing a service ‘” ' 
President for a year. body of the people equal in magnitude to that rendered by its sold 
Mr. BLAIR. About half that. upon the field of battle. And the intimation made that the |r 
Mr. PLUMB. About half that, the Senator from New Hampshire | of the United States is not in sympathy with those who '" 
says. I do not speak of that because there is any relation between the | have preserved our Government, have preserved its honor \"' | 
two things, but I speak of it in order that I may have some basis of | tegrity, does him injustice, because if you compare the num)" 
comparison between that which is called extravagant and that which is (andwill undertake to say that I am correct in that estimate) that 
recognized as being proper and economical. have been vetoed by the President with the number of bills that" 
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peen rejected by the Pension Committees of the two Houses, you would | simply has asked the question, did this person serve as a soidier; was 
see that the Pension Committees have rejected more applications than | he faithful in that he did not desert, and has he been disabled ? 


the President has vetoed. : Shall the Pension Committees of the two In this case while of course the name of John S. Williams will not 
Houses be called derelict in duty or wanting in sympathy with the be as attractive to the ordinary mind as that of Sergeant Plunkett who 
<oldiers of this country because they do not favorably pass every claim | lost two arms, while he does not carry with him yx se that enue vie> 
that is submitted to them ? That kind of logie will not do, Mr. Presi- | ible connection between his disability and hiss e, at the same time 
dent. It does injustice to the members of the committees; it does in- | he se rved four years where he was ordered to sei h he was placed 
‘astice to the Senate; 1 does injustice to the President of the United | by direction of his supe icers; the Governm ived his serv- 
States. ice, was willing to get it, was glad to get it; and » is disabled 
sut the argument is made, and was made yesterday, that up to the | and poor, broken in health, in the decline of life, » fall upon the 
commencement of thisadministration the history of the country showed charity of his neighbors: and vet the vice of n needs 
one hundred and nine vetoes, and that the history of this administra- | to be emphasized by denying to John 8. Willi 0 
tion shows about an equal number. Sir, will the gentleman who made | him. 
that comparison in order to make it just go back in the history of the Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, John 8. Wil 
Government and make the comparison as to the number of bills intro- | vate soldier in Company K, Twelfth Ohio \ eer 
duced into the first Congresses of the United States and the number of | 1861, and so far as this meager record shows, served continuously 
pills introduced in this Congress? Will gentlemen who want to do the 26th of July, 1865. He was, however, first a private in Company K, 
‘ustice to the President take the number of pension bills that have | Twelfth Ohio Volunteers, and afterward in Company C, Twenty-third 
heen introduced in former Congresses and bills that have been intro- | Ohio Volunteers. Here is the record. We have not the details of 
duced in this—will they take the numberof bills that have been ap-| In 1861, when the soldiers were called out for th rintel f 
proved by the Presidents heretofore and the number of bills that have | the integrity of the Union, by law we | d who should 
been approved by President Cleveland, then make the comparison and | be disabled by reason of disease contracted or wounds ived in the 
let it ran all through? And I venture in doing so it will beseen that I | lineof duty that they should be granted a pension, and that the widows 
was justified yesterday when I said that this will demonstrate, first, | and orphans of those wio should die from disease contracted or wounds 
the sympathy of the President with the soldiers of this country, aisl, | received in the service in the line of duty should likewise be pensioned. 
next, his fidelity to the trust the people have committed to his hands. | Since that time we have enacted sundry laws granting pensions to 


I repeat, sir, and it is well to do it, that when you come to look to | who had become disabled for manual labor by reason of disease cx 
the pension-roll of this country it is a roll of honor, intended so tobe, | tracted while in the service in the line of duty, or from 
recognized by the soldiers of the country asaroll of honor. Then | ceived in the service in the line of duty. 
compare for onemoment the record that is in this case presented tous. | Mr. Williams applied fur apension and his application was rejected 
In 1862 it appears that in loading a wagon this soldier’s arm is dislo- | in 1882. Iam not sure that the record gives the date of the rejection, 
cated. He continues in the service for three years after. No com- | but it was rejected in 1882 when the Pension Office 
plaint, no hospital treatment, no surgeon’scertificate. Twenty years, | trol of General Dudley, agallant soldier and one disabled for manual 
or at least ten years, after close of war he applies for a pension. labor. Why was it rejected? It was rejected because General Dud- 

Sir, take that record and compare it (and I speak of instances before | ley said the proof did not show that Mr. Williams received this injury 
the Pension Committee) with the brilliant one of Stannard, of Vermont. | while in the service in the line of duty. 
Take it and compare it with Eagan’s magnificent record. Takeit and Let us examine that question. Where was this injury received? It 
compare it with the heroic one of Sergeant Plunkett, of Massachusetts. | was not a wound; it was not a disease in the line of sickness. It was 
Thoze men are entitled to have their names enrolled high upon that | an injury toor a dislocation of the shoulder. When was this disloca- 
record of honor, and no man has been found who will dispute their | tion of the shoulder received? In 1862 while ferrying troops across a 
right to that position. But take this case, not as Sergeant Plunkett | river. 
with his arms taken off by the shot of the enemies of his country, as he Now, mark the time. In 1862 Mr. Williams received this disloca- 
seeks upon each occasion at the loss of an arm to plant the flag of his | tion of the shoulder while ferrying troops across a river. With a dis- 
country in advance of his marching comrades, and ask me, ask any man | located shoulder in 1862 he continues in the service until July, 1865. 
who is willing to render tribute to the fidelity of a soldier, if this be | After a lapse of many years he applies for a pension on the ground of 
the record that you ought to make in making up therollof honor. I | physical-disability existing for manual labor by reason of this disloca- 
think not. | tion of the shoulder in 1862. He was unable, as the report shows, to 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to quote from the speech of the Senator from | furnish the testimony of the doctors, surgeons, and officers who knew 
Tennessee yesterday to show that he gave a wider application to this | him, alleging that they were dead. He presents the testimony of com- 


wi nas ! 


was under the con- 


subject than he is willing to-day to claim for it. rades. It is presented to General Dudley, himself a soldier, and Gen- 
Special and individual legislation— eral Dudley says that this man is not entitled to a pension under the 
He said— law. That was in 1882. 
Special and individual legislation is largely the result of the last few years; Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will allow me, let me state to him 


and, sir, may I not appeal to United States Senators here to-day if they will not | that he ought to tell usin advance that that is the case with every such 
ee a ae the great danger to popular institutions is the increase of | ))j]] that comes here; that is to say, the Pension Office has decided that 
shat hen persneee NR ERGEIMIGl Uedins of the cousicy, remeine froas te town under the law as they construe it and the rules of evidence Jaid down 
corporation up to the Congress of the United States? These special individual | for them, and by them perhaps, but for them at all events, all the cases 
Seieen - oe influences, are destroying the confidence of the peo- | which they reject are in the same condition. The Senator ought not to 
president Cleveland. I have this Gra ee earn yt t. | put himself in the attitude of saying that this is conclusive evidence 
our popular form of government, and that he has the nerve, the courage,and the | to Congress for rejecting it. 
wisdom to grapple with it, although it come in this insidious, appealing form. Mr. COCKRELL. No. 
That I thought was very fairly stating that nobody else had such| Mr. PLUMB. Or he ought not to dwell upon that, because here we 
courage and especially that Congress lacked it. In the next place, that | consider it as an original case. 
language was used upon a pension bill. It had, I think, reference to| Mr. COCKRELL. I have understood it to be the rule in the Com- 
the case of Nottage which was before the Senate then. It has reference | mittee on Pensions of the Senate not to entertain pension claims until 
to the case of John 8. Williams, which I am bound to conclude the | they have been first presented tothe Pension Office and disallowed 
Senator believes to be special legislation, job legislation, and legisla- | there, but I have always understood, until this session at least, that 
tion for individual profit. : the Pension Committee reported cases where by reason of some tech- 
I doubt if the Senator from Tennessee would find a very ardent ad- | nicality the pension claim could not be allowed by the Pension Ofiice, 
mirer in the President for his defense of him when he says he thinks | and not because absolutely there was a want of proof. 
in vetoing these bills he isrendering greater service tothe country than | The point I am making is this: Here is a soldier receiving a dis! 9<a- 
the soldiers themselves rendered on the field of battle. I am at least | tion of the shoulder, mark you, in 1862. He continues in the se: vice 
Willing to have the comparison made as the Senator has made it, and | until July, 1865. He then fails toapply for a pension until many years 
leave the country to say whether the vetoing of bills pensioning the pri- | afterward and until his officers and the surgeons and others are dead, 
vate soldiers of the Union Army by giving them practically infinitesi- | Then he comes in with the testimony of two or three comrades, and Gen- 
Sams as compared with their necessities is a service equal to the | eral Dudley, himself a soldier, rejects the pension claim because there 
Service which they rendered when they interposed their bodies in front | is not evidence to show that this disability, which it is now claimed ex- 
of the enemies of the country and in defense of the institutions of the | ists, originated in the service in the line of duty. 
country, ™ That was done in 1882, and for over three years this claimant failed 
Mr. President, there is a degree of merit, of course, amongall these | to make any application to the Pension Office for a reconsideration or 
men, and yet it is not claimed that the man who lost an arm is amore | reopening of his case. Any one familiar with pension business knows 
meritorious soldier than the man who escaped that particular form of | that the Pension Office is ready at any and all times to reopen and re- 
Many a man served through the Army without being | consider claims when additional evidence is presented; it is a constant 
wounded. . was not wounded; and yet can any one | thing; and here this case remains now from 1882 to the present time 
measure his service because of wounds upon that basis? Has the | without any application made, so far as the evidence goes to show that 
country ever made any distinction of that kind? It never has. It! any effort was made, to have the case reopened or reconsidered; and 
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then an appeal is made to Congress and Congress passes a bill placing 
him upon the pension-list, and the President vetoes it. 

Now, why? Was there any reasonable ground to suppose that this 
injury was not received in the service in the line of duty? Was Gen- 
eral Dudley wrong when he decided that this disability did not origi- 
nate in the service in the line of duty ? 

Mr. HARRISON. That was not the decision at all, if the Senator 
will allow me. It was simply that the proof offered was not sufficient 
to show that it did so originate, not that it did not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am stating what the record shows, and the Sen- 
ator can interpret it as he chooses. 

The case was rejected then, and it comes without any additional tes- 
timony to Congress and Congress passes the bill and the President ve- 
toes it. Let us now see his ground for vetoing it. The President says: 

This'claimant enlisted in 1861. He alleges that his shoulder was dislocated in 
1862 while ferrying troops across a river. The records of the War Department 
fail to furnish any information as to the alleged injury. He served afterward 
until 1865 and was discharged. His claim for pension was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau in 1882, twenty years after the time he fixes as the date of his in- 
jury; and after such long delay he states as an excuse for the unsatisfactory nat- 


ure of his proof that the doctors, surgeons, and officers who knew him are 
dead, 

Considering that the injury complained of is merely a dislocation of the 
shoulder, and in view of the other facts developed in the case, I think the Pen- 
sion Bureau arrived at a correct conclusion when this claim was rejected. 


Mr. PLUMB. I notice the Senator emphasized the fact that it was 
**merely a dislocation of the shoulder.’’ I ask him if he does not hold 
that to be a pensionable disability? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question of it, but how did it occur? 
In 1862 in service in the line of duty, and the soldier remained in the 
Army, performing duty, until 1865. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does not the Senator think that an injury of that 
kind might have been apparently latent during a period of time? But 
the point I make is that the President says, and the Senator emphasizes 
it in such a way that I presume he thinks there is great merit in that 
declaration, that it was ‘‘merély a dislocation of the shoulder,’’ as 
though that was one of the things which would not be pensionable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter of course it would be pensionable. 

It does seem to me that the position taken by the President is cor- 
rect. We have promised pensions to the soldiers, and they will re- 
ceive them. There is no disposition on the part of any one to deny to 
soldiers disabled by reason of disease contracted or wounds received in 
the service in the line of duty pensions as we have promised them in 
the law; but is it right, is it proper, is it just that weshall make a gen- 
eral rule and a general law and apply that to all except a few who may 
have Congressional influence? Thatis the question. If this applicant 
is entitled to a pension there are hundreds, there are thousands of others 
of a like class entitled to a pension, and relief should be provided by 
general legislation, not by special legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator speaks by innuendo of those who have 
Congressional influence. I ask him if he would apply that remark to 
those for whom he has himself introduced private pension bills? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot apply it to those introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas any more than to those introduced by myself. I 
have introduced a bill for all those who ask it, but I know nothing 
about the facts of the case. I do not recall that I have introduced a 
pension bill-for more than probably one or two persons whom I per- 
sonally knew; but if a soldier writes to me that his claim has been re- 
jected in the Pension Office and asks me to introduce a special bill for 
his relief, if I have time I apply to the Pension Office to know the 
grounds upon which the case was rejected, and if I ascertain then that 
he can make no additional proof, that his case is complete as far as it 
can be made, I introduce a bill for his relief and leave it to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to say whether he is entitled to a pension or not. 
If it is a case where I think he ought to furnish additional evidence, 
I advise him to apply to the Pension Office and have the case reopened 
and reconsidered. 

I think that it is our duty, instead of passing these individual pen- 
sion bills, to pass a general law which will place all who are in a cer- 
tain condition upon a perfect equality. 

Mr. CULLOM. We can not do that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We may not still be able to reach all, I admit 
that; there will be exceptions; but I think we are making entirely too 
manyexceptions. We ought to pass general laws soas to placeall the 
soldiers in like condition upon a perfect equality. This is just, this is 
right, this is fair, and it is what we promised them in 1862 when they 
were asked to volunteer in defense of the integrity of the Union. 

Mr.CULLOM. The Senator is aware that the Senate has passed one 
bill twice putting all the soldiers substantially upon an equality, but 
the other branch of Congress declines to pass it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) di- 
recting payment of the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt. 

The message also announced that the House had to the amend- 


ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5196) to detach certain countic« 
from the United States judicial district of California, and create +} 
United States judicial district of Southern California. ; 
The message further announced that the House had receded from jt, 
amendment to the bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phenix National 
Bank, of the city of New York. . 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had Signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by tie 
President pro tempore: : 

A bill (5. 885) to relieve the State of Colorado from charges on 
count of ordnance stores furnished to the State and Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 2918) for the relief of William Huntington; ang 

A bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief of Beaufort Lee and others. 


MILITARY SITE ON LAKE MICHIGAN. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask to take up the joint resolution (S. R. 7) ay. 
thorizing the Secretary of War to accept certain lands, &c., near (yj- 
cago, Ill., for the purpose of fixing a time for its consideration in the 
first part of the coming session of Congress. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] has been opposing the joint resolution, and I have 
concluded that it is not worth while to try to get it through the Senate 
at this session. I understand that the Senator from Kentucky is wil}. 
ing that a time shall be fixed for its consideration the first part of next 
session. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] who is now 
absent desired to have this measureacted upon. There were objections 
made from Cincinyati, Newport, and other places where there are now 
military reservatious and posts. I told him that I would not oppose 
its coming up but that I should oppose its passage. I think under the 
circumstances it had better go over until the first Tuesday after the 
first Monday of December when everybody can be here and there may 
be a fair judgment upon it. Iam not sure that I shall be opposed to 
it after further consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. In view of the probability that the joint resolution 
can not be passed at this session, I am willing that it shall be post- 
poned until the first Tuesday after the first Monday in December. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the joint res- 
olution is before the Senate, and it will be postponed until the first Tues- 
day after the first Monday in December. 

Mr. HARRIS. And make it a special order at that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois ask 
that it be made a special order? 

Mr. CULLOM, Yes, I ask that it be made a special order for that 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois to make the joint resolution a special order for 
the time named. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds of the Senators present voting 
in the affirmative). 


ac- 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing pay- 
ment of the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re 
spective Houses as follows: 

Amendment No. 1: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In line 8 of said amendment strike out the word “ President” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ Secretary of the Treasury ;”’ in line 9 sirike 
out the words “ direct the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend "’ and insert 1" 
lieu thereof the word “ postpone; ” in line 12 strike out the word “ suspension 
= insert the word “ postponement” in lieu thereof; and the Senate agree © 

e same. 

Amendment No. 2: That the Senate recede from its amendment No. 2 

W. B. ALLISON, 
N. W. ALDRICH, 
J. B. BECK, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. R. MORRISON, = 
WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
FRANK HISCOCK, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate agree to the report of the 
conference committee, and I ask that the joint resolution may be read 
as it will stand if the report be agreed to, and I hope it will be placed 
in the REcorD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will be when it is read, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read # 
it is recommended to be amended by the committee of conlerence. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing peteent of the surplus in the Treasery 
on the public debt. — 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That whenever the su 
us or eee in the Treasury, Et amount held for redemption of t ane 
notes, exceed the sum of $100,000,000, it shall be, and is hereby en 

ry . 

ch surplus or 7 

a. temabteation ie ne oo the United States ey 

able at the option of the Government. The surplus or balance here!" referre, 
shall be the available surplus, ascertained according to the form of stateme - 

the United States Treasurer, of the assets and liabilities of the Treasury 
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the United States employed on June 30, 1886: Provided, That no call shall be be necessary to maintain the public credit unimpaired; and that such postpone- 

made under the provisions of this resolution until asum equal to the call is in ment, and the reasons therefor, shall be reported to Congress within ten days 

the Treasury over and above the reserve herein mentioned: And provided fur- | after its next meeting, or immediately if Congress shall be in session. 

ther, That the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, may have in the Treas- cod ? a 

ury, over eG ae westing pelanee not execeding $20,- | Mr. ALLISON. I also ask that the statement of assets and liabili- 
* n . oO na emer, ney not now [ Lady . 2o ; > ees > : > « sien 

ee dias Gavanan Gnesent, CA af tas Goosen eee | ties of June 30, 18865, may be placed in the RECORD immediate ly fol- 


ury, the public interests shall require it, he may, by written order, postpone the | lowing. I will not ask that it be read. 
further call for the payment of such indebtedness for such period of time as shall The statement referred to is as follows: 


Statement showing the assets and liabilities of the Treasury from the latest returns received from the several assistant treasurers, mints, and assay offices 
of the United States, and national-bank depositories. pica 











Assets. Liabilities, Balances. 
! 
Gold: 
COIN ..000c200000 manna nettle stnlaiind hddciheedinalibbestdisioensebtesianete ertcentedecéserieinsanesas $189, 529, 603 75 
Bullion ,.....0c0e+eeeee00 add enanneseebebessbodeqnensseenesesesonascusspccocscsncececoessccsococcsscccocecoscse cosese cece: 43, 308,520 16 
——————-——| $232, 838,123 91 
Certificates ...... «+++ na eSaebeneheeddnentithenntindupensnssepesoncustdsenceecoreeess Seccsuseocaresoenccecstoccsoceces 131, 174, 245 00 
iain iterncencnc.enes-es onecene. peeenseencoseesoee speeseacesens scoccnsosoes svccessopsecsoosrececetecerorecenss 55, 129, 870 00 


Net gold.....cocsseneesssseseessenseveseesensessssersessessnssenensnens cihinsiearesaneces SneanOw hadi ediai dali teacetiin tnaaiehéaenanitiiecihinienssenurion EE ir Eosoiiabaiaiieieaisleanadenniabonne $156, 793, 748 91 

ilver: | 
: Standard GOUAIG. ...crcccsrecccesescsssecscescnccescs sessseee ssecensee secs 
Bullion ...04..c000es00e0 








181, 253, 566 00 | } 
3,092,108 45 | 
| 184,345,764 45 
115, 977, 675 00 | 
27, 861, 450 00 
———— | ees eves seseseneesees 88, 116, 225 00 
A lc iceland dls a ede dwetbbaninstshbliddiness waved sendhdvondeendinectses [oonesepencneshintes tavessbenl cideud covesevveses soeseosee bah dllniasesinsdhanaceiiiie 96, 229, 539 45 
Tie MD Beets treet so er eceecec0ccesse:coccorccvecscesesencseessececoscvocsee casese sccees esece cesses cesses socesececeseces| secessseessscosesessoeesees 41,118,316 79 
Certificates..........0+ iad email einneeenie pneedindenebeieenbasmnenten deetenconeee veces | 18, 500, 000 00 
Te OI OR I asiinss cs occ cccsccsee cnssseccscvcccccccnessosses conenessecesessnccee covees cesses veevsesencoesccsesccosenee 250, 000 00 


eer aida Rar cio eaanlinigphanvedinhanhd booueg ocean] scovbacubsns bitokcosdensuse jecrendessees eddnaounoeasnesl Soseneenenssensieubbauedtie 


National-bank notes................... yoo once ta ‘ 194,014 00 |... 194, 014 00 
Depa Ok See UI COPODIROTIO,...... 2. .cccorsercverorcccscesescccreosssccsesesscscsesesseassosssecssssssesoeseesenee| sovsoe coeeescoceeteneeceres 14, 435, 199 25 14, 435, 199 25 


rth cits dibaeo anbatnepebedahapacenbaeebanns pecsanbaenentoatnsebees coosscesecesees covcccsenceenes |ecocencovccocceceeseccccces 472,931,418 40 182, 410, 600 00 290,520, 818 40 
Public debt and interest : | } 
Interest due and unpaid......................... RES) ES DERE Se 1, 655, 291 56 | 
Accrued interest....... Sehinesinides | 9, 247, 408 00 | 
Matured debt........ eosevesectcccese | 9, 704, 445 26 | 
Interest on matured debt..... 224,020 42 | 
Debt bearing no interest ............. ss aaiinadsinnetininisientingiiiiaies 2,667 17 | j 
Interest on Pacific Railroad bonds due and unpaid — 19, 109 96 | 
Acoreed interest Om Pacific Railroad bonds.........0....ccccesccccescccccseccscccsessseccsetecccccccsscsssescesecscess 1, 938, 705 36 | 
ne ecscseeeeeeerecceenecees | 22,791, 647 73 
Fractional eu redeemed...............:0..... iene blonaniimeesbabuibabtlvolnediestaeneseuess enstssstionsbentees 2,667 17 | 
United States bonds and interest redeemed ... son | 3,789,163 51 | 
Interest checks and coupons paid ....................+ i ciateg ohadaaihs dabei naaiiaehnbabieetnediinkdaatontenntonent 47,372 47 | 


A eneeeeROEE EE HEEEE HETERO OER E EER Oe Ee EOEEEE EES eEEEES eeeeeeeeeeers 


Certificates ......ceereeesesees eee 
Less amount on hand........ 








18, 250, 000 00 









22, 868, 316 79 





SS 












3, 839, 203 15 | 
| aerial eeieamaeniaemnael anciipiaterecmiamunnees 
TOtAIS sesssssinee-sarenesnnnenes verse acrursseusnecenseness snssessueess usssesanenes eases sesuseseussuresneasessqusensensessancenssuess| sansaranecersessvesseseseee| 476,770,621 55 | 206, 202, 247 73 | 

Reserve for redemption of United States notes, acts of 1875 and 1882................ Sisal iehats bdhiinresieasch dl ciniebiacndpeieeiiiipsaatnmsiehalwoumieenewrene ad eebencens | 100,000, 000 00 

Fund held for redemption of notes of national banks “failed,” “in liquidation,” and “ re- | | | 
Ca itieteeiesdch akc ct ccn coevee sssececccces cavers sescescoeees]| 60, 146, 726 85 | 

Fund held for redemption of national gold-bank notes ....... seianiniael 101, 979 00 | 

Five per cent. fund for redemption of national-banmk notes ............c.c..sceceseeeeeeves caceeeee.eeeceeneees 10, 445, 114 96 | 

i $$ Kj rrrrrccccccccrereece serene 70,698, 820 81 

National-bank notes in process of redemption....... ais aocidelacndells Geld teeta ccesnenuenthateatheneseveesuecneltinies ad 3, 840, 402 05 | | 






Post-Office De ent account .................. ri Nis ialiekcies eaeaen gua chnbnmndtignneines etwece coscesecessoepeneusen |". 372, 285 84 
Disbursing officers’ balances.............<:.<<.c0»sssseses 
Undistributed assets of failed national banks .... . 





19, 099, 669 54 | 
755, 256 97 | } 
6, 260 00 | 
43,580 00 | } 
355, 630 O4 | | 
| 
} 


Treasurer's transfer checks and drafts outstanding .. cool 3, 393, 066 70 | 


498, 686 43 
eee tence tee tneee renene | 29,524, 435 52 
Interest on District of Columbia bonds STII cieirtiai saan eteds aad denanenontbbddeunateneetaeementdtel veceeowonsepeseses peo soces 590 41 | 


SSL eT a miutebietion Diniecbinbibese plldhennesetniniteagevgladilbc tdi alerdiiecseneensinese 480, 611,¢ 4 OL 405, 420, 504 06 | 


see eeeree eens AAT EE TEES EEE EERE EEEEED Hee Ee EEE TEEE EEE EE EES EEESE SS ESED CEE EOEEEEEEEEES ESSER ESET OSE ESESEO EEE EEEEEE CHO eee weeee 


75,191,109 9 


377, 814 00 
28, 904, 681 66 
————————————| 29,282,495 66 





29, 282, 495 66 











509, 894, 109 67 405, 420,504 06 104, 473, 605 61 


C. N. JORDAN, Treasurer United States. 
TREASURY OF THE UNITED Srates, Washington, D. C., June 30, 1886, 


I would also be glad to have the consent of the Senate to place in the | is the next statement immediately following the joint resolution and 
RD the statement of assets and liabilities of July 31, 1886, which | the statement of June 30, 1486. The statement follows: 


Statement showing the assets and liabilities of the Treasury from the latest returns received from the several assistant treasurers, minis, and assay offices 
of the United States, and national-bank depositories. 


Assets. Liabilities. Balances, 






a --| $190,001, 215 45 
Certificates 233, 651,522 45 | 

rn asia. ssssagsnssnsscoegquasvessssstpenncosccoccccccnsccses| 12m, 976,877 00 
les amount on hand... srs 2" 258, 360 00 


Tone R EE EEE CRE Oe EE EEES FOEER EEEEED CEE EEE SEE eee Heeseeeees PeeseOR Ree es Hee ene neers ete eeeenetenenes 


Ne eseree Cree cereee senees eee eeeees ee 


O8Oe ROSE EE COE EE On EEEE EEEEES EEE ERS EHERED FEE EE FETE Ee EE EEES THESES EEERES EBEEES EES SET EES 

















$74,715,517 00 
sesssseceeerecesseeseeses| $158, 933, 005 45 
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Statement showing the assets and liabilities of the + Teanury from the latest returns received, &c.—Continued. 


<e 


| 
Assets, | Liabilities, 
| 

Silver | | 

Standard dollar | $181,523, 924 00 | 

Bullion.. 3, 786, 069 56 | 

| $185, 309,993 56 

Certificates 115, 292, 902 (0 | 

Less amount on hand . 


JPROR Res Bcd 


=< 
Ale Seem mew antet ec 


Net silver 
United States notes... 
Certificates .. 


$87,534,044 00 


19, 575, 000 UO | 


vee Ae Se 


National-bank notes ecnecstan oe 267,499 00 |.. 
Deposits in national-bank depositories ......... ......-ccsssersessoneeensenseens ces cney senensens ces seseceeerens ns cunces | oe - 15, 694, 214 76 


5AsPr3 
Mer Ae 


opel tee ee a ee 


RE, cscckte serstisnscene woven ove oss tb etapa asalgeesiantanianeseasapraemcmigiins 475, 967, 372 2 181, 387,561 00 
Public debtand interest : 

Renbernnd Gin cas CaO sins ccsscerecesnsse crate nqmsermbtioainattinvonttavenmmeseneen 

Accrued interest. 

Matured debt 

Interest on matured debt.... 

Debt bearing no interest 

Interest on Pacific Railroad bonds due and eee. = 

Accrued interest on Pacific Railroad bonds.. 


Rey 
8 
= 


Fuae 
SRSREES 


z 


— 
ue 


Fractional currency redeemed 


$13, 877, 882 06 
Interest checks and coupons paid 


Det cco cecnecsvengtnecnctandannes eoumueieree casenemegerscseco mpdliiniibimmnsinecenramerenepeccegngemmeqiinestetinedieneaines 


76, 177, 147 195, 265, 443 06 
Reserve for redemption of United States notes, acts of 1875 and 1882. 


100, 000, 000 00 
Fund held for redemption of notes of national banks “ failed,” “‘in liquidation,” and * | | 
ducing circulation "’ 


panine om a eae: a ~— cnammiineubes ara eapromneanececeoemesnmete — 
Five per cent. fund for redemption of national-bank notes.. 


mee ee 
dekrize ts, 


om 


—_—_ 70, 830, 953 28 
National-bank notes in process of redemption...............cs1esseesseseeees inedupecocanst srsoossbesnssunpadoveshtell casqnnesonentonsteaie tote 
Post-Office Department account 
Disbursing officers’ balances.......... 2... ....0+s0000+ 
Undistributed assets of failed national banks..... 
Currency and minor coin redemption account... 
Fractional silver coin redemption account 
Redemption and exchange account.. 
Treasurer's transfer checks and drafts ‘outstanding. 


Treasurer United States, agent for paying interest on District of Columbia bonds................. 
| ses eee enenenennennne! $3,527,522 01 
Interest om District of Columbia Hetil PRE ....cccccpectitncicetersiniecs .000 copscncceccenosesececensenpenneeseccosennil ; 


128, 186 80 | 
NG ascciniiitiiieiocasibiibincsschioes vin bale a lashed tiiliemiaiiaitiaiiibataints cdtamstibiedinidatiiniadinettinnnnd Ghee! TGR vs % 
BRRDRROD. occcnsnecsapes sunnnasiboveescenesoe cosorneswesttgbeues inditnieenemrsntnanesisabmiannapmestenmmtinneenndttatineaneatin Siintpannginttealdincindeiiscersttnaplannitnilinnadt tas. tegiaieee 00 








Assets not available: 
BEOIGP CONE oc. decaviduncsesebecentves coscnncse escccnauenasatnest asd bidiiinenetpenntentiedegieeniimermenssentigrengmmnmianmpas 
DP rectiamel GROG COUR o.c0ce csvccecoccnssce <svecnceustuntne.ocb tudbingnassesecsusscoceonese 


| 


} 
28, 927,916 63 | 


ARBTOGALE.......00c0000sseeveeee i ee ee ee ee ee iene 508, 758, 160 96 | 399, 623,918 35 | 109, 134, 242 61 


Cc, N. JORDAN, Treasurer United States 
TREASURY OF THE UNITED States, Washington, D. C., July 31, 1886, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Iowa to have put in Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it understood that they may go in the Rev 
the RecorpD in the same connection the Treasury statement of the pub- | ORD? 
lic debt which was issued on those same two dates? It will bring all The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that that 
together, not only the assets and liabilities in the Treasurer’s Office but | order is made. ‘The tables are not furnished. It is presumed the he 
the statement of the public debt for those two periods. porter will obtain them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to those two statements also Mr. ALLISON. I will furnish the two statements to the Reporte! 


being inserted. The statements referred to are as follows: 


<a 


¥ 


RE Re 


Statement of the public debt of the United States for the month of June, 1886. 
INTEREST-BEARING DEBT. 





hea Gs OSE FOL, EN a 


nie, Nahi OY SNH : 
Ee, NL pH 


Title of loan. Authorizing act. 


a RM SCAG A eset k 


SSE ee, 





Loan of July 12, 1882.....ccscecese ala iaeaiiliaiaal De van] July 12, 1882 
Funded loan of 1891..... 


.| July 14, °70, and Jan. 20,°71....| 44 per cent... noes 
Funded loan of 1907 ......... woseess July 14, '70, and Jan. 20, °71. 
Refunding | certificates... aged ae b «| February 26, 1879 


ee 


Bonds issued to Pacific railroads ..........0:sscssssceseessssesecsseeees January 15, &* 
187 
[se 


Ss 


January |, 
| January 1, 
January 1, 1” 


See BY 
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Statement we the amen debt nd the United States—Continued. 


Amount outs 























































































Title of loan. Interest d , Accrue Ai 
and npa teres 
Registered. Coupon Total 
of July 12, 1882.. eiiabiitiiah: teercsradinnincighesineineaidiattteaniaisen senate veseceseseeeeeees| $144,046, 600 00 £144. 046, 600 00 14 e790 233 OD 
Yean of a ie cal ceeemtinenbeceesers ---| 200,391,700 00 | $49, 608, 300 00 250, 000, 000 00 ‘ 00 O00 
Funded loan of 1907.. 609, 628, 100 00 | 128) 131' 600 00 -37 759700 00 | 1.04 i= = 
Refunding cient eve efeueerensscuseneseesencesieel ssavce 207, 800 00 3,18 2,078 00 
NSION LUT, ....oecee see evens covers ceeseeseseen scenes teense eerersserereressoneeseees Snaeedigneneaeneben ; 14, 000, 000 00 21 » 00 
ant aed to Pacific cea ee vcameomemecccoenns sinnnaeiie 61, 623,512 00 ; 64, 623,512 00 5 | 1,938 
Aggregate of interest-bearing debt................... seer Rameneceebesyessis ior llinbaerncensen 1, 018, 689, 912 00 | 177,739, 900 00 | 1,210, 637,612 00 | 1,674,401 00 | 11.186.1 
DEBT ON WHICH INTERESTYHAS CEASED SINCE MATURITY 
‘otal interest 
Potal and unpaid 
Old debt .......-cceceesevenesersee renee | Various, prior tO 1837........090s | 4to6 per cent.. | Matured at various dates prior to January 1, 1837 $57, 665 00 $64,174 81 
Mexican indemnity ame --| August 10, 1346.. — see --| 5 per cent .........| Matured at various dates in 1851 and 1852......... .......... 1,104 91 85 74 
Loan of 184  eansanaiine January 28, 1847... .| 6 per cent .. ——e——o— eee 1,250 00 2 OM 
Bounty-land scrip .. February 11, 1847... -| 6 per cent .. | Matured July 1, 1849 ...................-<cccee ; ovine 175 00 2 S 
Texan indemnity stock .. September 9, 1850... .-| 5 per cent .. Matured December 31, 1864.............0000 ssceccsecesrescecseeseers 20, 000 00 2,945 00 
Loan Of 1858... ...crreeeseeee June 14, 1858........ -.-| 5 per cent . Matured after January 1, 1874.............c0000.00+ indian 2,000 00 125 00 
Loan Of 1860. ...... 00+ -s0 -| June 22, 1860 .. cos] © PEF Cont..........) Matured January 1, 1871...........0.c...ccccccccesscvccee seseccser 10,000 00 600 00 
Five-twenties of 1862 (called).. February 25, 1862. .--| 6 per cent..........) Matured December 1, 1871, and at subse eque nt dates 268, 350 00 5 
Five-twenties of June, 1864, | Jume 30, 1864...............ccesesenees | 6 per cent.......... Matured November 13, 1875, and at subsequent dates 44, 250 00 
(called), 
Five-twenties of 1865 (called)..| March 3, 1865.............cccccccseses 6 per cent Matured February 15, 1876, and at subsequent dates. 36, 850 00 2, 650 71 
Ten-forties of 1864 (called).......) March 3, 1864... -| 5 per cent Matured July 9, 1879, and at subsequent dates............. 85, 100 00 5. (42 88 
Consols of 1865 (called) March 3, 1865... .| 6 per cent... Matured August 2 21, 1877, and 1 at subsequent dates......... 212. 350 00 145 48 
Consols of 1867 (called)... March 3, 1865.. .| 6 per cent... Matured April 1, 1879, and at subsequent dates........... 147, 150 00 25,468 61 
Consols of 1868 (called)... March 3, 1865... 6 per cent... Matured July 4, 1879................. acini biel tees 74,550 00 9, 307 49 
Loan of February, 1861 .| February 8, 186 6 per cent... Matured December 31, SU an ee oe 8,000 00 2,640 00 
Funded loan, 1881 (called).......) July 14, °70; January 20, '71...| 5 per cent Matured May 21, 1881, and at subsequent dates.... 148, 700 00 544 88 
Funded loan, 1881 (called) July 14, 70; January 20, '71...' 5 percent.,con- | Matured December 23, 1882, and at subsequent dates 111, 950 00 1,623 8 
tinued at 3} 
per cent, 
Oregon war debt........ steiiimennees March 2, 1861.. ...| 6 per cent. Matured July 1, 1881...... prclidsicinlibcaad 3,950 00 730 50 
Lean of July and August, 1861. July 17 and August 5 5, "1861......| 6 per cent..........| Matured June 30, 1881........... 153,750 00 722 00 
Loan of July and August, 1861 
a aa sdecsesseeseeeres| JULY 17 and August 5, 1861...... 6 per cent.,con- | Matured December 24, 1881, and at subsequent dates 105, 850 00 1,033 49 
tinued at 3} 
per cent. 
Loan Of 1963 ('81'S)....co.ccoeseeeees I 0) 6 per cent.......... Matured June 30, 1881............ ae 31, 650 00 09 90 
Lean of 1863 (81 scaled... March 3, 1863...... .....<ssssseccceess: | 6 per cent.,con- | Matured August 1, 1882, and at subse “que nt dates......... 15, 650 00 144 48 
|} tinued at 3} 
} | per cent. 
Loan of July 12,1882 (called)...) July 12, 1882................s.00s00000 3 per cent.......... Matured December 1, 1883, and at subsequent dates.. 7,345. 400 00 34,096 36 
Treasury notes prior to 1846....| Various, prior to 1846. -| yyto6percent...| Matured at various dates from 1838 to 1544................. 82,425 35 2, 662 0 
Treasury notes of 1846 seserseee| Duly 22, 1846.......0. coo0- .| Ys to 6 per cent...| Matured at various dates in 1847 and 1848.................... 5,900 00 200 60 
Treasury notes of 1847 .... .| January 28, 1847 ...... .| 6 per cent.......... | Matured at various dates in 1848 and 1849... AS 950 00 7 OO 
Treasury notes of 1457 .... «| December 23, 1857 . 3 to 6 per cent...| Matured at various dates in 1858 and 1859.................. 1,700 00 » OO 
Treasury notes of 1861 , .| March 2, 1861 6 per cent.......... | Matured March Siero tac end deaciennlinibaitenecnnuinnedinae 3, 000 00 64 50 
Seven-thirties of 1861. July 17, 1861. 7.3 per cent........| Matured August 19 and Oc ‘tober 1, 1 a eae 15, 800 00 1,011 89 
One-year notes of 1863 . .| March 3, 1863 .. .| 5 per cent.... Matured at various dates in 1865.............ccc0ceceseeeeee sala 36,795 00 1,851 3 
Two-year notes of 1863............| March 3, 1863.......0:..0s0e-+sessees 5 per cent.... Matured at various dates in 1866 ...0......cccce-ccccereecseeeceeees 29,750 00 4 
Compound-interest notes.. “| March 3, '63; June 30, ’64......| 6 per cent....... | Matured June 10, 1867, and May 15, 18 197,170 00 10,518 58 
Seven-thirties of 1864-"65.........! Jume 30,64; March 3, *65. 7.3 per cent. | Matured August 15, 1867, and June 15 ar nd Jt aly ‘15, 1368 130, 300 00 18, 673 O1 
Certificates of indebtedness.....| March 1, 17, 62; March 3, 63. | 6 per ae Matured at various dates in 1866 4,000 00 253 48 
Temporary OGM, <cosenninc June 30, | 4to6 per cent...) Matured October 15, 1866............ccccccccseeeceeeee eltndlennn 2,960 00 244 19 
3 per cent. certificates (called) | March 2, 67; July 25, ’68....... | 3 per cent.......... | Matured February 238, 1873..............000essssscoscsresse 5, 000 00 394 31 
Aggregate of debt on which interest has ceased since maturity..................ccs-scceeseeneeseeeeee seneerensenecereeecceesececeesceensees ianinnibniniciniciniansnl mea ae 224,020 42 
DEBT BEARING NO INTEREST. 
Total. 
Old demand notes........... finial July 17,1861; February 12, 1862.. Siiepretensenesintebeilepesmnivipescnteesanteceve mesenentueninnnnneieibncecee coninmsannnenbes $57,445 00 
Legal-tender notes... ..| February 25, 1862; July li, 1862; March 3, ‘1863... ae aa 346, 631,016 00 
leone i June 8, 1872. aes . $18,500,000 00 
| Less amount held in Treasurer's cash... seecssene nana 250, 000 00 
} —————___—_ 18, 250, 000 00 
Gold certificates... sous. poaeem 8, 1863, and July 12, 1882.. itt Illticisdisiincieatiaaientnananeteniniriniatininowteeren aeneressets i . 131,174,245 00 
Less amount held in Treasurer's CASH ....sssccsssssssvssvecveovereneoveevecsceeoeeovevsenes a + 
— 76,044, 375 ) 
Silver certificates..................... February 28, 1878............ SEI edeliasterriddlicilivsinsungaentpaonansssccvnesse ad Sica : i 
amount held in Treasurer's CASH. .....sc+..-.s-cccososeseeesseesvessevvesssesrsneeneeees REL ES cee 87. 861, 450 00 @ 
5 . — 8, 116, 225 00 
Fractional currenoy ...............| July 17,1862; March 3,1863; Jane 30,1964 ..........cccesssces.eseceeseve soeeens 15, 330, 021 52 
| Less amount estimated as lost or destroyed, act of June 21, 187 : 





Aggregate of debt bearing no interest .................-cesesesecereeecsoeseseesesseesenserscerevsceeee os 
—~tigh ie 








RECAPITULATION. 
—~aipleeticbebeiiea a Pao : a as i 
Principal. Interest. Total. 
i ew mer : 
MO ORRIN Nas Gh AU, chee inca can cncnsnscbeensevecesiosovncnecernessevesned $250, 000,000 00 
Bonds at 4 per cent. ia ws 737,759, 700 00 
Bonds at 3 per cent..............100-ccre--s0e0 144, 046, 600 00 






certificates, ‘at 4 per cent ... ols 207, 800 00 
Wy pension fund, at 3 per cent......... « 14,000,000 00 
Posnd railroad bonds, BIO UE COI cepctesersctecereerenttocenmcemsccecceeseeeseesnre |= Gh, GEE, GIS OD 





$1, 210, 637, 612 00 $12, 860,514 88 | $1,223, 408,126 88 
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Statement of the public debt of the United States—Continued. 


+76, “eee 





a Principal. ee | Se Interest. Total 


e 


sp So Ral PT 





~N 


os TARR Ra RRMA TE 
een ee 2 On 
roe 
= 


Interest-bearirg debt............... eceponsoen vo cccccee oscseees sabvebeobens soccve covese evesecocees -20ees -nsen cesses ~ #120, 637, 61 := $12, 860,514 88 | $1,227 408 jor ¢ 
Debt on which interest has ceased since maturity . ose 224,020 42 | 9 = 465 & 
Debt bearing no interest Old demand and legal- tender notes . 346, 738, 461 } dines 

Certificates of deposit 18, 250, 000 | 

Gold certificates 

Silver certificates... 

Fractional currency, "less $8, ‘375, ‘934, estimated as lost or ‘destroyed. 


ne 


Sg sere vee 


536, 103, 148 52 | eua.208. 10 m 
1, 756, 445,205 78 | 13,084,535 30| 1,769. 520 a ae 


741 08 


ee en 


a 


Leas cash items available for reduction of the debt............... «++ 
Less reserve held for redemption of United States notes 
805, 202, 247 73 
Total debt, lessavailable cash items 
Net cash in the Treasury 


5 
49, 191, 109 95 


Debt, less cash in the Treasury, July 1, 1886...... ..........ccccesesssseeesenveessersesenscssnsveosanees seseeesessessenenoooonsensese pilinpsdubinevebedbtnimiaesthiettiinantise tulercetecetnes 1, 389. 196 
Debt, less cash in the Treasury, June 1, 1886 ove een ‘ 


383 40 
74 
es 


Decrease of debt during the montlr........000..0scssessereesseonsvscccesesceesse voscse senses cncees ceees ences coves tosses snenseseeesses opnseveneneeneeroness- cones weseeeeseneneseeeees cesses ceeess| 9,061, 898 34 


Decrease of debt during year ending June 30, 1886 .............ccsssseeneresssenessesesenscenanersscceonesenssessresnsnss eovcscnesecossoesess eccocen cocdeenes snceescuaasbessooosononeece ce cceece 96, 097, 766 5 


CASH IN THE TREASURY. 








Available for reduction of the public debt: 
Gold held for gold certificates actually outstanding... _ ace _ wa ceeseecoessscssnngsonssgenesccnsese cocese| $76, 044, 375 00 
Silver held for silver certificates actually outstanding " 88, 116, 225 00 
United States notes held for certificates of meen actual vs outs bn i 18, 250, 000 00 
Cash held for matured debt and interest unpaid............. eonsaseesscesscooss os 18, 999, 817 05 
United States bonds and interest se 3, 789 163 51 
Fractio®al GBSTORGG .0....00.cccsccccs seesccers soccoo cvecnecssconens cossoeenoonenpeccosooenssecous ences sapesenence coeesencosoes cotcoe coneeoesonenene conene ve sceessonsessecsooqesostoomeocoooces cee 2, 667 17 
a eR Bae SINE OF Te GR inecccxceve vestcvteceresceusesesccnczccccsnn cnneqsnncccenesnnnbocnttnebuendiibillgnces ennssacnenenececncbbeseseqeseseebenesancancepencccssessecscoscsecccces:| 805, 908, 247 73 
Reserve fund: 
Held for redemption of United States notes, acts January 14, 1875, and July 12, 1882 | 100,000,000 
Unavailable for reduction of the debt: 
Fractional silver coin 
Minor coin 


Certificates held as cash : 
Legal tender...... 


Silver 
endipeeeinemem 83, 241. 220 0 
Net cash balance on hand 75, 191, 109 © 


Total cash in the Treasury as shown by Treasurer’s general account.......... ° | 492, 917,173 34 


COMPARISON. 





Cash in the Treasury. July 1. 


Available for reduction of the public debt : 
Gold held for gold certificates actually outstanding... ecessenesovesesns ies 
Silver held for silver certificates actually outstanding pelpuncveteatnetbenneed 
i States notes held for certificates of depositactuaily —_-e 
cask held for matured debt and interest unpaid. 
United States bonds and interest. 
Practlonal GatBGRQG7 ..00. cess. cccsrscocesssep ere ceocos eenevesounccnecccecessco cpoceenenesecenses 


Total available for reduction of the debt................csscecseeeseeees 
Reserve fund: 
Held for redemption of United States notes, acts January 14, 
1875, and July 12, 1882 


Unavailable for reduction of the debt: 
Fractional silver coin 
Minor coin 


Certificates held as cash: 
Legal-tender 
Gold second . 


Diod cnahs Dakamsd Gwe Patel as ccecccsces cenesstubenctacethesbnmasensneccbesemmguinnescheninceanadieneioiiitl %, 191. 109 % 


Total cash in the Treasury as shown by Treasurer’s general account .».| 492, 917, 178, 34 |... 3,547, 607 45 
Net increase in cash ols 2, 510, 871 56 


oe ate is acorrect statement of the public debt, as appears from the books and treasurer's returns in the Treasury Department at the close of 
ness June 30, 1886. = 
: C. 8. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary of the Treas 


Slatement of the public debt of the United States for the month of July, 1886. 
INTEREST-BEARING DEBT. 


Title of loan. Authorizing act. When een Interest payable. 


Loan of July 12, 1882... ial a JF. and M 
Funded loan of 1891.. ale jan. 2 Foes fee on ~ ad M.,J..8.80 o. 
Funded loan of 1907..... 3 a Jan. 2, "71... = xe J. "and 


Refunding certificates.... nee ws ° 1874. - a 
Navy pension fund uly 23, tae NONE ‘ SE eccsissnsnanessinmenncnestiisisnedaonesecvnastitmeccvecnseseoes 


See eeeneteeeees © 
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at ” 
Title of loan. Amount. | Date of maturity Average date of maturity. 
$2, 362,000 00 January 16, 1895......... asia — ) ~ 
640, 000 00 November 1, 1895 is J March 19, 1895 
1, 600, 000 00) 
. . 1, 440,000 00 >| January 1, 1895...... ) 
med to Pacific railroads. ...............cccccssesse senses seoses 640, 000 00 ) January 19, 18% 
Bonds iss 4, 320, 000 00 February 1, 1896......... ne ) er ’ 
9,712, 000 00 January 1, 1897......... . eoeeees) JANUATY 1, 1897 
22, 904, 952 00 January 1, 1898...... . , ae esooees) JANUATY 1, 1898 
14, 004, 560 00 January 1, 1899.................. eosses) JANUATY 1, 1999. 
| 64,623,512 00 
a oo << 
Amount outstanding. 
Title of loan. — ‘ Interest due , Accrued ine 
j ; and unpaid, terest 
Registered. Coupon. Total. 
Loan of July 12, een eerceseeesccesccccens eecccesceccccces: coccee oof $140,011, 750 OD |.....ccccccccccese : 2140, 011,750 00 $11,973 13 | $1,050,088 12 
Funded loan of 1891 all 200, 910, 250 00 0 250, 000, 000 00 353. 854 07 L, 875.000 00 
Funded loan of 197... vee .| 610,367, 450 00 , 396 737,766,450 00 | 1,844,307 83 | 2) 459° 291 50 
Refunding certificates.. ev eqnese senennaceste | Conebensseeencenesdpesoces| coceees pimatiiininasaiel 202, 400 00 58, 696 60 674 66 
msion fUNG........000+ +0000 +2409 cocaaiimaninadnaatis idiistiaieesinateateiillitnit iscNidisiiadprunnesediinraaniin , 000, 000 00 210, 000 00 35 
Denke teoned to Pacific railroads... ..............sccseeeeee iasdisidiatindebinsineensieepansassinnsncitieiutinntiin’ 64, 623,512 00 54, 623,512 00 75 989 96 $23 17 ss 
Aggregate of interest-bearing debt.................... ctl ate ica aliases 1, 015, 912, 962 00 176, 488, 750 oo | 1, 296, 604, 112 00 2 554, 820 99 | 5,74 3. 101 $4 
DEBT ON WHICH INTEREST HAS CE ASE D SINCE _MATURITY. 
a ninciienanaieanatdias eta Santon a ie = 
T | oat, | Interest dv 
LLL Se aes —— roe — = ~— = = ie 
OBA Bed. ....0cc00 200040 so 0000 seeseecceee. Various, prior to 1837............ | 4 to 6 per cent..; Matured at various dates prior to January 1, 1837. ..... $57,665 00 | $64,174 81 
Mexican indemnity stock ...... August 10, 1846........ gece | 5 per cent........... Matured at various dates in 1851 and 1852. baston SOLA 1,104 91 | 85 74 
Loan of 1847 ........ eocesonceeoce coveee January 28, 1847.... «| 6 per cent... NII OU, WD ooo sesescasutwiesina : cabetdeconveasennens 1, 250 00 | 22 00 
Bounty-land scrip .........0.++++ February 11, 1847.. ..| 6 per cent........... Matared July 1, 1849......... 3,175 00 210 06 
Texan indemnity stock. .| September 9, 1850.. 5 per cent... «| Matured December 31, 1864. - 20,000 00 | 2.945 00 
Loan of 1858.......0000..-000+s ‘ — oo" adele est ‘| 5 per cent... Matured after January L, 187 ere 2,000 00 125 00 
Loan of 1860...... ....0+---+ «| June 22, ke . ..| 5 per cent... Matured January 1, 1871........... aun 10,000 00 | 600 00 
Five-twenties of 1862 (called)..| February 25, 1862 .... He | 6 per cent... ..| Matured December 1, 1871, and at subse que nt da‘es...... 268, 300 00 204 10 
—— of June, 1864 | June 30, 1864........ ............c000e | 6 per cent...........| Matured November 13, 1875, and at subsequent dates 44, 250 %0 236 61 
ca 
Five-twenties of 1865 (called)...) March 3, 1865..........ccceesecceeees 6 per cent..........| Matured February 15, 1876, and at subsequent dates.. 36, 850 00 | 2,620 71 
Ten-forties of 1864 (called). .....;| March 3, 1864... 5 per cent... Matured July 9, 1879, and at subsequent dates .......... 83,900 00 | 4,925 28 
Goneels ¢ ioe Caled escseseeee| March 3, 1865... ....| 6 per cent........... Matured August 21, 1877, and at subsequent dates.... 212,350 00 145 48 
Consols of 1867 (called), «| March 3, 1865.... ....| 6 per cent.........| Matured April 1, 1879, and at subsequent dates........... 139, 900 00 25, 234 64 
Consols of 1868 (called). ..| March 3, 1865...... «| 6 per cent... SSS RS 74, 550 00 | 9, 307 49 
Lean of February, 1861............| February 8, 1861......... ...| 6 per cent... Matured Decembe NN 5 citaict ated ccienaaniantionabeninueets 8,000 00 | 2,640 00 
Funded loan, 188: jenlteg).. ..| July 14,1870; Jan. ‘20, 1871...... 5 per cent Matured May 22, 1881, ‘and at subsequent dates........... 147,200 00 |} 498 96 
Funded loan, 1881 (called)... ..| July 14,1870; Jan. 20, 1871...... 5 per cent.. con- | 
tinued at 3}) | 
per cent Matured December i _ and at subsequent dates.. 99, 950 00 4,461 50 
I  ieeiiecencs! DOOTON B. BBEL.........cccccccccccccccoccee 6 per cent... | Matured July 4, 1881... Sala laaied d aa 3.950 00 | 730 50 
Loan of July and Aug., 1361. July 17 and Aug. 5, 1861 | 6 per cent,.........| Matured June 30, Ri, - 53,700 00 } 720 50 
Menaiedy and Aug. be 1361, July 17 and Aug. 5, 1861 7. ,contin-| Matured December : 24, 1881, and at subseque nt dates... 105, 350 00 | 1,025 09 
called ued at 3} per 
cent. ° 
Loan of 1863 (’81s, pene DANES 6 per cent.......... I lala el 31,250 00 | 497 90 
Loan of 1863 (’8is,)....... soeeee| March 8, 1863............00.000000+0e| Operct., contin- | Matured August 1, 1882, and at subsequent dates......... 15, 650 00 | 144 48 
ued at 3} per | 
cent. 
Lemuel Duty 12, 1882 (called)...| July 12, 18B2...... s0ceercceeeesseore oes 3 per cent.. 7 Matured December 1, 1883, and at subsequent dates..... 3, 038, 600 00 | 13,965 35 
Treasury notes prior to 1846....| Various, prior to 1846 -| gy to 6 per cent..| Matured at various dates from 1838 to 1844....... sntgicatiei 82,425 35 | 2, 662 06 
Treasury notes of 1846............ July 22, 1846...........c000« -| Ye to 6 per cent..) Matured at various dates in 1847 and 18438... i 5,900 00 | 200 60 
Treasury notes of oo” ...| January 28, 1847 .... .-| 6 per cent.......... | Matured at various dates in 1548 and 1849.... 950 00 57 00 
Treasury notes of 1857... December 23, 1857. ..| 3 to 6 per cent...; Matured at various dates in 1858 and 1859.... 1,700 00 99 00 
Heer’ Armee 1 § — gu = a .| 6 per cent..........| Matured March 1, 1863........ sdapteasign 3, 000 00 | 364 50 
v uly 17, 1861..... | 7.3 per cent,......| Matured August 19 and October -j. 1364... PS 15, 800 00 | 1,011 89 
guegene ee —. 2 «| Sper cent..........| Matured at various dates in 1865.......... * 36,745 00 1,849 35 
‘o-year n ° ecee ee 5 per cent .......... Matured at various dates in 1866.. 29, 650 00 1,333 90 
Compound-interest notes........) March 3, 1863; June 30, 1864....| 6 per cent.... a Matured June 10, 1867,and May 15, 1868.................. 196, 910 00 40,468 14 
Seven-thirties of 1864-’65.........| June 30,1864; March 3, 1865...| 7.3 per cent.......| Matured August 15, 1867,and June 15 and July 15, 1868 } 139,200 00 18, 669 36 
Certificates of indebtedness...) March 1, 17,1862; March 3, ’63..| 6 per cent.......... Matured at various dates in 1866. 4,000 00 253 48 
Temporary JO@M....ccc.- sess seen June 20, 1864... ..| 4to6 per cent...| Matured October 15, 1866..........0000. 0000. a 2,960 00 | 244 19 
8per cent. certificates (called). March 2, 1867; “July 25, 1868...) 3 per cent........ + PNET OEY By BEG Diccccveccxvsvocccccecsocse vocsoncesese sence 5, 000 00 | 394 31 
Aggregate of debt on which interest has ceased since maturity............ccccescccossccssesseeeseeeessescscseesre ccssecesees cesses cessesseevetecssessenseeece seen 5, 374, 185 26 203, 128 98 
DEBT BEARING NO INTEREST. 
| . 
} Total. 
| 
Se CI Si pre) act ph ganar oe cs E 
Lee et BOER oars July 17,1861; February 12. 1862 . ec ssheinssvenietidithinmstabsinendaisnivensesl aug te 
aseetune | Fe ruary 25. 1862; July 11, 1862; March 3, 1363 .. eee . 16, 681,016 00 
Certificate of deposit.......ccccc| JUNC 8, 1872 .......e-ccsecseceerrceseous Tt nassne si we ceecereseeesee $19, 575, 000 00 
Less amount held in Treasurer's cash ...... Acai Ridied Na eeibaihaateebgbdiaginantvnciesstonerencouccnsbanpnebieoesh 470, 000 00 ee 
oqumesemas 9, 105, 000 
Gold certificates, .........ceseseee.-. March 3, 1863, and July 12, 1882 .. asian diliattciinadhliniacinlattenmnnaadsitinedaterwewcsecesscecrees LEG, STE, 8T7 OD 
Less amount held in Treasurer's CAGi .....c.ccc.cccccesconeccvssesessnsussseessersscesseeseseseseeese sesseseeesssssecesseeee 92, 258, 360 00 — 
a 44,4 Vai 
Less amount heid in Treasurer's cash... Slates 27,728, 858 00 | g7. 864.044 00 
— 4,004, U 
Practional Curreney...v.sessove July 17, 1862; March 3, 1863; Jume 30, 1864 ..........000.ccecesserentencesser cessor ssennsseeenssenanuasenasensnensenaanenseeesesenees 15, 329, 636 52 | 
Less amount estimated as lost or destroyed, act of Jume 21, 1879.............cccce0 ceeeen senses conseneesersren eee 8, 375, 934 00 | 
} 








6, 953, 702 52 





Aggregate of debt bearing no a acanreiiateeienaeoretiasianenlasen cocceeeseepee Sasieeaidbratiamninps ceseensnevonnen Sued seatnindieke sntinnedeodininmnmaantecshaiies 535, 079, 699 52 
Tee eee 
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RECAPITULATION. 


Principal. Interest. 


| 
| 
Interest-bearing debt...... Bonds at 4} per Cent .........00.c-cerces-seeee ae | 
Bonds at 4 per Cent .......0....000 ih eneeh a _ | 
Bonds at 3 per cent .........0.. c.ccecrenes —_ oe 
Refunding certificates, at 4 per cent... 
Navy-pension fund, at 3 per cent 
Pacific Railroad bonds, at 6 per Cent...........0.c0cc0sereeeeeeees | 
jel 208, 


604,112 00 | $8, 297, 922 83 
Debt on which interest has ceased since MAtUTILY......... .......0r.csccecssesssosserersssenene seseseeseesneneneeeessseenseseees seeene sseees 374, 185 26 203, 128 
Debt bearing no interest Old demand and legal-tender notes... 5 


Certificates of deposit 





535, O79, GOD 52 |....c.crercecccesersserees, 


Total debt 
Less cash items available for reduction of the debt................ 
Less reserve held for redemption of United States notes 


8,501, 051 &1 
195, 265, 443 06 
| 100,000,000 00 


Total Gebt, tous aveiialio cells GAG ..c.ceccccsscccesssessesevececsvescvesesnccnenpbenensb estescavecsesescocesnsocseurepsocseqene coveuvegsuagUbeveyveCUUGIEDUSEERUSUEUERIOSUSSOESUBSISESEDSEEECS coceee 
Woes crnah Sep Chad BR ccccntttncctehsithincntevesnccen sities tarebeinbapsieverenererenieneellanersssn semnNeNNt tn AERTARAUTITITIU RTE ENNONSNNIe CUTUES EOE 


el, Ce I iirc isis tei liencntachaiethienea nectar rnansinidirpnctimmremnnatineieNe 
Debt, less cash in the Treasury, July 1, 1886....... .........ccessseressevesseveoees 


en OE Gee rt Ta cee scchtets estar ein eis teint eRe ai nice cttinintnine sine sedis es cnn exe ne ree een nce pe EgEeds cee tin antes eamereeseetnen 


CASH IN THE TREASURY. 





Available for reduction of the public debt: 
Gold held for gold certificates actually outstanding ¢ 
Silver held for silver certificates actually outstanding........ ...........sses-0000++ coveconeree 7, 564, O44 00 
United States notes held for certificates of deposit actually outstanding.... 19, 105, 000 00 
Cash held for matured debt and interest unpaid......... ............:-csseseesseeseesseneee 5, 237 
PUTTRS GI cncccectsveccicniciavovntggiaminnnccatpidiinensens Gosetntmeeniichtangaetiidemmmemencenatneteenntel 


om 2, 644 99 
Total available for reduction of the debt ; 195, 265, 442 06 
Reserve fund: 
Held for redemption of United States notes, acts January 14, 1875, and July 12, 1882 .................sssssssssssressersssesseseveoneesseseusccesessssssseesssesssseeseeses ceeees| 100, 000, 000 00 
Unavailable for reduction of the debt: 
Fractional silver coin 
RSE COUR cco cousensnccessncccecbescsmecccncseeces epunnoeveespenedegnseunsananseunsibegovenensetegnsussen 


Certificates held as cash : 
IE BOER ccopnesesenses ccesnncnuceszan quscnenouteunernenenangeemnainnt 


ee 
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5 
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Wiah Gath Denke GR Bt... cecctteccscecesswesssnssccininbniseeseteurgennenipininsas 


Total cash in the Treasury as shown by Treasurer’s general account,........000....00sse0000 eeeeeees pani cupguazeetsundnundbnudibeietteecseqvenpemeccdgn pevectedouse covsee coecee 


484. 856, 908 67 


Lote 


Aeon) 
soil 


COMPARISON. 


=" 


ee 


Cash in the Treasury. August 1. 


Available for reduction of the public debt: 
Gold held for gold certificates actually outstanding................../... penqounenneed $74,718,517 00 |... 
Silver held for silver certificates actually outstanding 87, 
United States notes held for certificates of deposit actually 
CURE crcces 000 corgee geeesscunenn geqqastinen dititithitaemitrenvinninninbeneemens ’ tae 

Cash held for matured debt and interest unpaid. / --| 18,875,237 07 |.... 
United States bonds and intere - 

Fractional currency............... 


. 


WR cocsevenswesscevewe vc | copecensocousesecsoosess 


Total available for reduction of the debt................. 
Reserve fund: 
Held for redemption of United States notes, acts January 14, 
1875, and July 12, 1882 ........00. 00000 sccses = sonore 
Unavailable for reduction of the debt: 
Fractional silver coin..... 
Minor coin 


one POR Eeenet ceeese scene teeeeeeneess 


. Oe eeee teen ee eee ee ee eenes one 


Certificates held as cash: 
Legal tender 
Gold — _ evs 


——_——_| "83, 241, 320 00 
Net engh Dalene Om ham ...ncsccecees essays ssa inienenselid 


75, 191, 109 9) $5,015,216 03. 


1 


ACCOUNT, .......000 


penvehaqnencesduatn suse eomemnes coccen|ecausscensstsessccasaten) Gna aes: OE. 1.0. erecscesessee| 492,917,173 34 5,015, 216 03 
Net decrease in cash s caaeeelanibzalescesscecevececess ~oe* 


3 Ti Srosmsing is a correct statement of the public debt as appears from the books and Treasurer's returns in the Treasury Department at the close of bus!" os 
uly 31, 1836, 


Total cash in the Treasury as shown by Treasurer's general 


C. 8. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary of the Trea 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it will be seen that in the joint res- | in the power of the Secretary of the Treasury rather than the |" 
olution as it is mow amended by the conference committee the Secre- | dent. But we yielded that peint on the request of the House 0! “*P 
tary of the Treasury issubstituted for the President of the United States | resentatives. salle 
who was by the Senate amendment authorized to order a postponement I desire, as this is the last opportunity, perhaps, that we shall h ae, 
or suspension of the paymentof bonds. This was agreed to on the part | to present a summary of the eflect of this joint resolution 1!‘ °'" 
of the Senate conferees because it was insisted upon by the House con- | finally become a law. _ 
ferees, the Senate conferees, or at least a portion of them, believing | The statement of assets and liabilities, as shown by the Treasur'" ©” 
that the joint resolution would be somewhat weakened with respect | the 31st day of July, discloses a balance in round numbers 0! ©" 
to the time when the emergency should arise by leaving the discretion | 000,000 as against a balance of $75,000,000 shown by the sam — 
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menton the 30th day of June; so that at this moment there is a surplus | last fiscal year, and I believe it is estimated now by those having charge 
of $60,000,000 in the Treasury beyond the working balance mentioned | of this matter in the Treasury Department that the receipts this year 
and agreed to by both Houses in this joint resolution. That is to say, | are likely to be some $10,000,000 in excess of the receipts of last year. 
if this resolution shall pass there is now in the Treasury a sum equal In order to ascertain how much may be applied to the payment of 
to $60,000,000 which may be applied to the payment of the public | the public debt during the current fiscal vear, it is necessary for us to 
debt. ascertain what will be the probable expenditures of the current fiscal 
This Treasury balance of July 31, 1886, as compared with the Treas- | year. I have in my hand a statement of the amounts of all the ap- 
ury balance on the 30th of June, 1886, discloses an increase to the ex- | propriation bills as they have passed, save only the appropriations for 
tent of nearly $5,000,000. It is known by Senators that the receipts | fortifications. The table has been prepared by Mr. Cleaves, the clerk 
from customs and internal revenue during the month of July this year | of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, in conjunction with the 
are in excess of similar receipts for the monthof July last yearin about | clerk of the House committee. I ask that the table 
the sum of $3,000,000. So I think it may be safely stated that the | in the Recorp. 
receipts of this current fiscal year will be equal to the receipts of the The table referred to follows. 


may be inserted 


History of the fourteen regular appropriation bills, 1886-87. 











































































































































——e_——— ape | —s ei a . 2 - = ve 
Reported to the House, Passed the House. 
Title. | Estimates, 1886. Estimates, 1887. | - ene » 
| Date. Amount, Date. Amount, 
ee = SS ——e = een de — — _ 
1886. 1886. 
Agricultural......scsssesseserersensverserseersesensseeneneseneenesnsssssessscessasenens $699, 110 00 $651, 875 00 | April 2..... $523,215 00 | April 14 $523,715 00 
ATIDY oocse scensesseeeseressnseeesen 26, 110, 489 95 25, 356,998 01 | March 3... 23, 892,588 46 | May 12 23, 068, 928 46 
Diplomatic and consular.. 1, 623,176 75 1, 604,961 60 | March 2 1, 279, 665 00 | May 13. 1, 299, 665 00 
District Of Columbia G....0. 00000200000 3,669,544 24 3, 839,868 99 | March 4.. 3,611,662 99 | April 12 3,611,661 99 
Fortifications..........s000+++ 7, 303, 000 00 3, 396,000 00 | July 10.. 620,000 00 | July 19 620, 000 00 
Indian. ......-c0-+-+0+ + 7, 328, 049 64 6, 051, 259 84 | Feb. 11.... 5,502,312 84 | March 24 5, 493,062 84 
Legislative, &c ... 22, 366,500 05 21,523,565 62 | May 20.....| 20, 560,119 42 | June 16.. 20,584,229 17 
Military Academy nas ae 393, 344 78 411,075 00 | Feb. 25..... 197, 805 00 | May 8...... 297, 805 00 
TOU Y cecccosce:snryeeonnes jiciba hindi eaelsaatilie 30, 654, 010 50 30, 836,357 74 | May 2L.... 11, 849, 858 70 | June 21 11,778, 656 46 
Pension......+. ii iiiacenpauntnisdbndinsmuse sueseneemnanisecueenseaséunecstes 60, 000, 000 00 75, 830,200 00 | Feb. 5...... 75, 754, 200 00 | March 4 75, 754, 200 00 
Post-Office B.......+. weused 56, 099, 169 50 54, 986,166 89 | Feb. 25.. 54, 326,589 07 | April 6...... 54, 326,589 07 
River GE ROTO OR cccnssec01s0se 60000000 sosnpcecaccocccoes veces cocece sovese cocesccoeses | 8, 177, 400 00 cl0, 176,920 00 | March 31 15, 120,700 00 | May 6..... 15, 142.100 00 
Sundry OO 32, 326, 402 22 33, 554,600 59 | June 17.... 21, 053, $22 04 | July 1...... 21,311,525 24 
Beta ...c0.ossccee Ssialiubabs diqebenns cvcvenecéegesuoceeme init eialeceanned ebse 256, 750,197 63 | 268, 220, 849 98 234, 392,538 52 234, 712, 139 23 
lae.....cssiitidiiaalendineenese at (| June 29..... 6,062,845 39 | July 10... 5,914. 962 32 
Urgent deficiency. 8,582, 454 05 d 14, 686, 264 10¢; Feb’y 26 634,452 65 | March 5.. 634, 452 65 
Pension, &c., deficiency............. 1 May 14..... 6, 229,000 00 | May 17.. 5, 229 00 
i Ati ahi sannoen Bs 265, 332, 651 68 282, 907, 114 08 247, 318, 836 56 90 
Alabama Claims ......0++s000-00++ +000 reeenigubedmnernesiumavesenstil 5, 769,015 28 i 
Increase of naval establishment... . silelahiaetineietiianhesininsthiabareaces (e) | | 
Miscellaneous.......c..sscserereeeees en ; | 8, 000, 000 00 | £5,000, 000 00 
ee oe OO ' ' | 
ened BN iissiticdiseeiinese.ccccee pceelbilblidnanituiideutieigtedeeanaeiseas’ 268, 332, 651 68 293, 676, 129 36 | | 
Reported to the Senate. Passed the Senate. Law, 1886-87. Amount. 
Title. re ane 7 — ss 7 - > 
Date. Amount. Date. Amount. | Date. | Amount. | Law, 1885-’86.| Law, 1884-’85. | Law, 1883-"84, 
| | 
= x ; : | = = | si i. as 2 
1886. 1886. 1886. 
June 5...... $663,215 00 | June 10..... $671,215 00 | June 30.....| $654,715 00 $585,790 00 $480, 190 00 $405, 640 00 
June 11.....| 23,830,874 80 | June 12.....) 23,830,874 80 | June 30.....) 23,753,057 21 | 24,014,052 50 | 24,454,450 00 | 24,681,250 00 
«| June 3...... 1,349, 345 00 | June 7 ..... | 1,364,365 00} July 1.......| 1,364,065 00 1,242,925 00; 1,219,390 00 | 1, 296, 755 00 
| May 21......| 3,821,527 99 May 24... 3, 823, 227 99 | July 9....... | 8,721,050 99} 3,622,683 20} 3,559,835 54 | 3,507,247 96 
.| July 26...... 6, 630,000 00 | July 28..... 6, 830 OOO 00 |........0..-seee0 Os celidiaadahaiieecate : 725,000 00 | 700, 000 00 | 670,000 00 
«| April 8......) 5,544,082 84 | April 12....| 5,571,082 84 3 ..| 5,546,262 84 5, 762,512 70 5, 859, 402 91 | 5, 358,655 91 
«| June 28..,..| 20,715,734 77 | July 2....... | 20,741,132 37 y 31...... 20, 654,346 37 | 21,376,708 70 21,393,141 85 20, 454, 246 22 
.| June 16..... 297,805 00 | June 16..... 297, 805 00 297, 805 00 | 310, 021 64 | 314.563 50 314,657 50 
July 8....... 12, 833,594 46 | July 16..... 13, 073, 594 46 12, 989,907 20 | 15,070,837 95 | 14, 980,472 59 15, 894. 434 23 
.| June 16.....| 76,075,200 00 | June 16.....| 76,075,200 00 76, 075, 200 00 | 60,000,000 00 | g 20,810,000 00 | h86,575,000 00 
.| April 26,...| 55,165,863 25 | May 4.......| 55,245, 863 25 54, 365,863 25 | 53,700,990 00 | 49,040,400 00 44, 489.520 00 
.| June 28...) 18,087,475 00 | July 16......) 14,012,393 25 14, 473, 900 00 | (j) 13, 949, 200 00 (j 
July 12......| 23,173,887 49 | July 24......) 24,418,375 32 22,657,530 58 | 26,079,257 49 | 22,299,434 30 23, 679,575 44 
Ce ee, | 248, 138, 625 60 |... .eseee | 245,956,129 28 |... soe. | 236, 553,683 44 | 212, 490,779 18 | 179,060,480 69 | 227,330, 982 26 
) ICY ..-..00- ereesvereeoe nee «| July 20.....) 6,565,813 26 | July 26..... 7, 807, 158 09 stence sense sveeee| 6, 860, 325 03 
Urgent deficieney......:.... ..| March 9... E 687,062 65 | March 26..| 669,055 84>) 4,926,855 80 7,057,509 00 2,749, 941 49 
Pension, &c., deficiency.............| May 21...... 6, 433,000 00 | May 23... | 6,431,500 005 
blade see aedsebedbie esses coal 250,514,564 31 | 217,417,634 98 | 186,117, 989 69 230, 080, 923 75 
ma MIRG........ccccssccceses cecees! + de ° 5, 769,015 28 | 
Increase of naval establishment..|... ae 3, 500, 000 a 2,177,648 20 9,592,598 40 | 1, 912,723 88 
SENET O OR a schiccnite aiecssndericiin Iscccsserssecesescel. k5, 000, 000 005 
Grand ee. fC sovabeunnateni . «| 264,783,579 59 | 219,595,283 18 | 195,710,588 09 | 231,993,647 63 
{ i } } | 








P.. Fifty cent. of the amounts appropriated for the District of Columbia are paid by the United States. The amount for the water department (estimated 
7 —- 83,483.02) is paid out of the revenues of that department. ‘i 
vided fi a ions for the 1 service are paid out of the postal revenues (estimated for 1887 at $47,542,252.64), and any deficiency in the revenue is pro- 
‘or out of the Treasury of the United States. 
m on — submitted for 1887. ‘The amount that can be profitably expended,” as reported by the Chief of Engineers, is $42,332,100 (Book of Es- 
d. Th Smount covers deficiency estimates submitted in House Executive Documents Nos. 62, 70, 176, 210, 225, 233, 270, 275, 280, and 204, and Senate Executive 
Nos. 213 and 218, first session, Forty-ninth Congress. 


sf? 


¢. The estimates for increase of the naval establishment are included in the general estimates for the Navy for 1887. 
J. This amount is estimated. 
aie 12 Sddition to this amount for pensions for 1884-’85, an unexpended balance of appropriation, estimated at $66,000,000, was reappropriated and made avail- 
that fiscal year. 
able it Sddition to this amount for pensions for 188384, an unexpended balance of appropriation, amounting to $39,000,000, was reappropriated and made ayail- 
No 


fiscal . 
Xo appropriations were made for rivers and harbors for the fiscal years 1883-’84 and 1885-86. 
amount is based upon laws approved and printed up to July 31, and bills which have passed both Houses. 
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Linelude in this table all the general appropria- 
the river and harbor bill. The amount of the river 
separately is $14,473,900. The total appropria- 
river and harbor bill, including the deficiency bill, 


fers 
Ha 
ti 


and including what are known as miscellaneous bills, being all the 
numerous bills which have been passed during the session, actual and 
estimated to some extent because they can not be fully known—includ- 
ing all these bills the total appropriations for the fiscal year 1886-87 

















1972 


are $264,783,579.59. The appropriations for the same purposes for the 
year 1885-86 were $219,595,283.18, or an increase of appropriations 
this year of $45,188,296.41; that is to say the appropriations for the 
current fiscal year are in excess of the appropriations of the last fiscal 
year in round numbers $45,000,000. 

This increase is made up by an increase in the pension appropriations 
of $16,075,200; the river and harbor bill includes $14,473,900; so that 
deducting the river and harbor bill, for which there was no appropria- 
tion last year, and deducting the increase of pensions, the appropria 
tions of this year for the current operations of the Government are 
$14,639,196.41 in excess of the appropriations for last year. This table 
shows in detail these increases. I shall not occupy time tostate them, 
but I will add that the deficiencies of last year were $4,000,000, while 
the deficiencies of this year are in round numbers $13,000,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator if that does not include a great 
many deficiencies of years previous to the last fiscal year ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That the deficiency bills alwaysdo. Undoubtedly 
the deficiency bills of this session are in this respect like all other de- 
ficiency bills. It is the usual custom to gather up deficiencies of vari- 
ous years. 

In addition to that, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] calls 
my attention to the factthat we have madea special appropriation this 
year for the residuum of the Alabama claims, amounting to $5,769,- 
015.28. This table, when analyzed, will show the increases over the 
appropriations of last year. 

Inthe regular appropriation bills there have been some deductions and 
some increases. ‘The agricultural bill this year is in excess of the bill 
of last year $68,925. I will send this table to the Reporter that he 
may insert it. 

The appropriation bills for 1887, as compared with those for 1886, 
show the following changes in amounts: 


Reduction 
from 1886. 


; 
| Increase over 
1886, 


Title of bill. 





Agricultural 


Diplomatic and consular 
District of Columbia 
Fortifications........ : 
Indian ........+..++ 
Legislative ......... 
Military Academ 
ae 
PPORGIOR. cccccsssessee 


-| “16,075,200 00 
Post-Office 


664, 873 25 
SD ae 
Sundry civil 
Deficiencies 


Miscellaneous 
Abalone Gee8O nccece ese -woorectieeneentinss 
Increase of naval establishments ...4.........cce0s 00+ 


Total 


| 52,627,798 19 | 7,439,501 78 


a Net increase above, $33,096,929.33. 
Net increase made by appropriations for 1887 over 1886, $45,188,296.41. 


Mr. ALLISON. It will be seen that the reduction in the Army bill 
as compared with last year is $260,995.29. The increase in the diplo- 
matic and consular bill is $121,000 in round numbers. The increase 
in the District of Columbia appropriation bill, one-half of which only 
is paid by the Government, is $98,000. The Indian bill this year is 
$216,000 less than last year. The leggplative bill is $722,000 less this 
year than last. I will say respecting the legislative bill, which appar- 
ently shows a decrease, that the entire amount of the decrease is dis- 
closed by the fact that there are one hundred and fifty Jess employés 
in the Pension Office than last year, the appropriation bill of last year 
requiring a reduction of one hundred and fifty persons before any new 
appointments should be made. The Navy bill proper is$2,000,000 less 
this year than last. The pension bill is increased $16,000,000 as I have 
es —- Last year we had a fortification bill appropriating 
3725, 000, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you state what the present fortication bill is? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not. I exclude the present fortification bill, 
because it has not passed, and I think it is not likely to pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it should pass it would increase the amount by 
some millions more. 

Mr. ALLISON, If it should pass as the Senate committee reported 
it there would be an apparent increase of nearly $6,000,000; but the in- 
creases with reference to fortifications as indicated by the votes in the 
Senate arise from the fact that we propose to start anew the rearming 
of our fortifications, and have made an appropriation to that end of 
$6,000,000, which is intended and proposed by the bill itself to extend 
over a period of six years. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the Senator may just add a line more, that 
there is no contemplation whatever that one dollar of that amount will 
be called for under about a year or a year and a half. 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes; so that although if the fortification bill shall 
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become a law as it has passed the Senate, it is not probable that within 
the current fiscal year there will be any greater expenditure than wags 
made during the last year for fortifications. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not so much. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much was last year’s fortification bi)| ° 

Mr. ALLISON. Last year’s fortification bill was $725,000, so that 
if no fortification bill shall pass this year that reduction will be mado 
in the body of the expenditures. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much was the fortification bill this year 
not yet passed, as it came from the House ? cma” 

Mr. ALLISON. In the fortification bill this year as it came from 
the House the House appropriated $620,000. The appropriation jac: 
year was $725,000. : 

I think I have stated all the items except only the increase of tho 
naval establishment by a separate bill which passed both Houses and 
which contains an appropriation of three and one-half million dollars 
which of course in the nature of things will extend not only over this 
year but probably over two years to come, because it would not be pos- 
sible for the Secretary of the Navy to expend more than $1,000 Qu of 
the three and a half million during the current fiscal year. 

If all these appropriations are expended during the present fisca] 
year, and the revenues shall be what they were last year and no more 
there will still be a surplus of about $47,000,000 over and above the 
expenditures. Of course, in stating that surplus I do not include ex- 
penditures for the sinking fund. 

I have here a statement of the permanent appropriations of the Goy- 
ernment, including the sinking fand, and I will ask the Reporter to 
include this in what I am saying. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


Permanent and indefinite appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 188 


Smithsonian Institution 
Collecting customs revenue..................++ 
Collecting customs revenue (additional) 
Equipping the militia 

Return of captured and abandoned property 
Sinking fund 

Interest on public debt 

Interest on Pacific Railroad bonds 

Salaries and expenses steamboat inspector 
Salaries and expenses inspectors foreign steam-vessels « 35, 000 ¢ 
Refunding national banking associations excess of duty............... 200 
Promote education of the blind 10, 000 | 
Internal-revenue drawback 40. 000 ( 
Internal revenue (refunding illegally collected taxes).................... 35, 000 | 
internal revenue (refunding moneys erroneously ived) 20 ¢ 
Internal revenue redemption of stamps............ . ° 50, OK 
Marine Hospital establishment 450, 000 
Detention and prevention of frauds on customs 50, 000 
Regulating immigration (Customs) .................sc0sssecsesceenesseeeeeseeeeoes 200, 000 00 
Expenses shipping service...... 


$42, 180 00 

i amiaesaniarevccccs co |6O, 000,609 
750, 000 00 

200, 000 00 

meee 20,000 0 
. 46, 659.000 00 
44, 622,589 0 

. 8,877,410 72 


255, 000 ¢ 


seeeee 


60 00 
Unclaimed merchandise (Customs) 1,000 
Repayment to importers excess of deposits «« 4,000, 000 0 
Debentures or drawbacks, bounties or allowances. » & 
Debentures and other charges............00+-.....00++0+ 

Refunding duties on goods destroyed (Customs). . 

Refunding moneys erroneously received and covered (C 

EINE TITTIN  iesiinennccenteiiin pevnssnncsumencodhnwsevowentrebyeocescescccccecoscceses = A 
Transportation of the Army and its supplies, Pacific railroads (War) 
Ordnance material, proceeds of sale (W ar).............cc.seeees ceeseeneeeeeseees 75, 000 00 
Constructing Mississippi jetties (War) ..... 20... ........ccccccceee ceseeeeeeeenes 150), 000 00 
Operating and care of canals and other works of navigation 200, 000 00 
crete geet Uulitmmiounnbemesones cecee conccecocccoess 30,000 00 
Ord._ance material, proceeds of sales (War) ...........000.cccccsceceesereeeees 2,500 00 
Sales of small-arms 5, 000 00 
I oti. enininignnendnetantinnsecteairciuedewmne concen ccoccacee cceeeese 7,000 00 
Indemnity to seamen and marines for lost clothing ; 3, 000 00 
eee by individuals for surveying public lands ), 000 OD 
Indemnity for swamp lands to States 5 
Refunding money for lands erroneously sold ... 

Maryland Institution for Blind..................... 

Five, 3, and 2 per cent. funds to States (Lands 

Mail transportation, Pacific railroad 

Supervisors of elections 

Balarics Of retired Judges. ..... ....0000sccecesseses-seeccececceses cvcsce scecee cvsveessoees 2 
Salary and expenses, reporter Supreme Court............ 0000. ccc eee 7,500 


Total permanent and indefinite............00....sseseeeeeeseeeeees 118, 910, $5 © 
Deduct sinking fund..............ccccces cee cereeeee ST eiteencsce 46, O80, COV S 


500, 000 
WO Of 
ho 
20) 00 
000 00 
on 0 


—<_ 


Permanent appropriations exclusive of sinking fand............ 72,251, © 


Mr. ALLISON. The total of these permanent appropriations, if they 
are all called for during the year, would be $118,910,955. — Deducting 
the sinking fund, the total of these permanent appropriations will be 
$72.251,955. The total of the appropriations is $264,783,579.9°, | 
cluding the entire appropriations for the maintenance of the Post _ 
Department, making a total expenditure exclusive of the sinking!" 
and including the expenditures of the Post-Office Department 0! em: 
934,534.59. So we have practically the postal revenues, which — 
over $46,000,000 last year, and which are estimated at $47,000, 000 this 
year, to set off as against the sinking fund of $16,000,000. * 

Assuming that our revenues will be this year what they were l = 
namely, ordinary revenues $339,000, 000, and postal revenues $46," 
000, a total of $485,000,000, and knowing that we have a ee 
$80,000,000 in the over and above our liabilities, — 
$60,000,000 of the $80,000,000 by this joint resolution can be app!) 
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the public debt, when the resolution shall come into full play, if it does 
atany time, there will be paid under it $107,500, 000 during the current 
fiscal year. We assume that the revenues of the current fiscal year wil! 
be equal to the revenues of last year, and if that be true, there will be 


| 


' 


under this resolution if it shall pass a requirement on the part of the | 


Treasury Department to pay $107,500,000 of the public debt, or within 


$29,000,000 of the entire public debt that can be paid between now | 


and 1891. 


| 
} 
| 


Mr. BECK. A question was asked me in regard to the probabilities | 


of the revenues in view of the statements made by the chairman of the 
committee. The gain from customs and internal revenue for the month 
of July as compared with the corresponding month of last year was 
$3,000,000. 3 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. And ali the financial statements made are based upon 
the present condition, and we know that there will be a swell of from 
15 to 20 per cent. It is perfectly certain, unless something unforeseen 
shall happen, that there will be an increase of revenue of irom 15 to 20 
per cent. upon customs and internal revenue this year over last. For 
the month of July as compared with the month of July a year ago 
there was an increase of over $3,000,000, and the chances are that it 
will be about $3,000,000 a month, making $36,000,000 for the year 
more than is now stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the estimate of the Senator from Kentucky. 
The present estimate of the Treasury Department is that the revenues 
will probably be $10,000,000 more than last year. 

Mr. BECK. And even last year the actual revenues ran $25,000,- 
000 or $30,000,000 more than the estimate. 

Mr. ALLISON. So they did. I desire to emphasize the statement 
that, assuming that the revenues are the same, that the expenditures 
are kept within the appropriations, which are $45, 188,296.41 more than 
they were last year, there will be paid, if this resolution shall be 
adopted, during the current fiscal year $107,000,000 upon the pu lic 
debt, which is within $29,000,000 of all the debt that can be paid until 
1891, 

I wish to say one word further respecting this resolution, and that is, 
that, judging from the past, no detriment is likely to occur if the reso- 
lution shall become a law. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] the other day, in reply to some criticisms of mine respecting the 
surplus in the Treasury, stated that the surplus was enhanced because 
of the danger of adepletion of Treasury gold. I have looked carefully 
at the statements made by the Treasury showing its monthly assets 
and liabilities, which statements disclose that the first call by the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury was made for bonds on the 29th day of 
December, 1885, payable thirty days thereafter, and on the Ist day of 
February, 1886, there was in the Treasury $136,000, 000 of gold, speak- 
ing in round numbers, on the Ist day of March $144,000,000 of gold, 
on the Istof April $151,000,000 of surplus gold, on the 1st day of May 

$150,000,000, on the Ist day of June $156,000,000, on the Ist day of 
July $156,793,000, and on the Ist day of August $158,933,005. The 
entire statement is as follows: 


Net gold in the Treasury on the 1st day of the undermentioned months. 


1886. 
a aralianttieaahcttandiieiiigaine . $125, 793, 256 


136, 086, 610 
144, 164, 037 
151, 379, 524 
155, 865, 307 
156, 304, 709 
156, 793, 748 
158, 933, 005 
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Receipts for fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, $336,144,290.87. 


; Mr. EDMUNDS. Not “‘surplus gold.” You have used the word 
‘surplus.’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not mean to say surplus in the sense of an 
actual surplus to the Treasury statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Above the one hundred million. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean including the reserve of a hundred millions 
of gold held for the payment of United States notes, which has been so 
held and set apart by the Secretary of the Treasury, and which by this 
= resolution for the first time in the history of our legislation is ab- 

utely dedicated and devoted by law to the payment of United States 
Rotes and to no other purpose whatever. 

a k in mind now that we are about to pass a resolution which 
place it out of the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to touch 
ove dollar of this one hundred millions, except and only for the purpose 

redeeming United States notes, he had on the Ist day of August a 
‘urplus over and above that in gold coin and bullion of $58,933,000, or 
‘to numbers about $59,000,000. 
¢ make this statement for the purpose of showing that in the nature 

things in the Operations of the Treasury, taking into account the 
to the which we have made at this session of Congress, applying 

current fiscal year, and taking into account the reasonable and 
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with reference to its credit or with reference to paying the appropria- 
tions and the current obligations of the Government. 

[ ask that the tables to which I have made allusion may be inserted 
in the RECORD consecutively as I have called attention to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Pre sident, I desire only to say a word. The fact 
stated by the Senator from Iowain regard to the payment of $50,000,000 
of debt since the Ist of January, payable in coin, and the increase of 


That order will be made, if there be 


| coin in che Treasury from the time we began paying that $50,000,000 


until the time the money was all paid, shows that there is no need for 
any alarm about gold fleeing away. It has increased largely, while 
$50,000,000 have been paid out and four million more of bonds called. 
But, as I have stated, I dissent altogether from the idea of there being 
any dedication to a special use of any hundred million, or that there 
is here any change of law in that regard. Whatever the law was in 
regard to the hundred millions before this resolution came in, it stands 
so to-day. While I do not care to argue that now, I desire to enter my 
denial of the assumption that the House has in any way changed that 
hundred millions from what it was before this resolution came in. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the Senator must believe that that sum was 
dedicated before. 

Mr. BECK. I mean to say that if it was dedicated before it is dedi- 
cated now, and if it was not itis not by this resolution changed: and 
not believing that there was any dedication before, or that the lan- 
guage in the banking act of 1882 was a constructive dedication by the 
Treasury Department, or that Congress ever so intended, I mean to say 
that it stands just as it did, and we will argue that hereafter when 


| any question comes in regard to dedication. 


If it vas dedicated before, four or five times during past adminis- 
trations, it was reduced down to $90,000,000, $95,000,000, or $97,000,- 
000, it is true only for a short period, but it was so reduced, as the table 
furnished by the Senator from Iowa himself shows. 

I mean to say that in my judgment that was right; that while gen- 
erally $100,000,000 by common understanding was to be kept there, 
yet on the first day of any quarter, the 1st of January, the Ist of April, 
the Ist of July, or the Ist of October, quarterly payments had to be 
made which might temporarily reduce it. We paid $10,000,000 of 
pensions in one week in July. That brought it down under a hundred 
millions temporarily while we were making those payments, but we 
knew that the next day or the day after thatthe revenues would come 
in at the rate of a million a day and the deficiency would be restored. 
There was no violation of duty on the part of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, but it shows that there was not such a dedication that the fund 
could not be touched even temporarily nor that we must keep up taxes 
to keep it there all the time and every dayin the year. But I say that 
when that question comes to be argued, we will argue it, and I think 
successfully. 

I only rose now to say that this resolution does not change whatever 
was the existing law in regard to it, and I think I can show there never 
was any such dedication any more than there was a contract in regard 
to the sinking fund, which was simply a general agreement that we 
would pay off our debts at leastat the rate of 1 per cent. a year, so as 


| to allow our creditors to see that it was not to become like that of Eng- 


land, a permanent debt, which was not to be extinguished. We have 
paid over $500,000,000 more than anybody pretends that the sinking 
fund requires, and this sinking fund of $50,000,000 now spoken of has 
to be applied to the purchase of the very bonds to which the resolution 
refers. 

The 3 percents will be all paid off in thirteen months from the sur- 
plus revenue coming in; $36,000,000 a year the increased revenue will 
be, at $3,000,000 a month, while we got last month more than we col- 
lected the same month last year, with no reduction of taxation, with 
$80,000,000 now lying idle in the Treasury; and this surplus coming 
in under this resolution, even before the minimum stated is reached, 
every one will be paid off, and then not one dollar of United States in- 
debtedness can be paid until 1891, and then Congress will have to meet 
the question, Will you reduce the taxes, which you have refused to do, 
or will you lock up your money in the Treasury, or will you pay a pre- 
mium on the bonds, or will you make extravagant appropriations to 
get rid of it? The country will demand a reduction of taxation, and 
you can not make any excuse for longer refusing that reduction. That 


| is the reason I want the debt paid, and paid promptly, so that that is- 


sue may be met. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I entirely agree with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck] that we ought to use all safe available balances in the 
Treasury to reduce the public debt if it can be done with safety to the 
public interest, and that is all that he wants; but I beg to differ with 
him most decidedly in regard to what this House resolution means and 
provides. It has been open to doubt and dispute heretofore whether 
the $106,000,000 of gold coin that has been spoken of—not silver coin, 
but gold coin—that has been held in the Treasury as a fact for the re- 
demption of United States notes, by this resolution is devoted firmly 
and absolutely to that purpose. There I differ with him. I say it is; 


revenues of our Government, this resolution can go into full | and for the first time, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has 
in any way, in my judgment, embarrassing the Treasury | said, in the legislation of the country the House of Representatives, 
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rising to the importance of the occasion, for the preservation of the 
public credit, and building perhaps—no, that would not be respectful— 
building as well as it knew, undertook, in providing for paying out 
this balance, to have everybody understand that there must be here- 
after, by force of positive law, held in the Treasury the reserve of $100- 
000,000 in gold for the redemption of these notes, and that that reserve 
must be kept up allthe time. Itdescribesit in the very first two lines 
of the resolution as a recognized amount held for the redemption of 
these notes, and when it comes toward the end of the resolution it de- 
scribes by what test that definition is to be solved, and that is the test 
oi the report of the assets and liabilities made by the Treasurer of the 
United States of date of the 30th of June, 1886, in which is stated in 
terms as among the liabilities of the Government, the coin, taking the 
place and representing the notes, reserved ‘‘ for redemption of United 
States notes, acts January 14, 1875, and July 12, 1882, $100,000,000”’ 
in gold coin, as is shown in the upper part of the statement. 

So, then, however doubtful it may have been before, it is now solidi- 
fied and crystallized into a statute of the United States, as it ought to 
be, that the safety and security of the creditor not only of the Govern- 
ment, but of every institution in it and of every business man and 
every laborer in it (forall their interests are the same as regards panics 
and dangers), has at last been made certain to the extent of this 
$100,000,000, which is the bottom to which even the national-bank 
notes and all other debts run at last, as the bank notes are payablein 
United States notes and United States notes in coin. Thus the Treas- 
ury is able to stand a run, holding this all the time by force of posi- 
tive law, and being kept up by force of this positive law as a means of 
keeping up the credit of the United States notes, upon the credit of 
which the national-bank notes and every other credit enterprise of the 
country rest, as everybody knows. 

Mr. President, that is the only good thing of necessity that there is 
in the resolution at all, for with the amendments agreed upon by the 
conference committee, it simply authorizes and requires the Secretary 
of the Treasury to do exactly what he is authorized and required to do 
by his public duty and the law now as an administrative affair. Itis 
true the law does not affirmatively require him to reduce this balance 
by redeeming the public debt that is redeemable as far as it is safe, 
but it authorizes him to do that, as it has all his predecessors from the 
beginning of the Government until this day; but somehow or other it 
has been felt that the present Secretary of the Treasury, under what- 
ever influence, has not come up to the conduct of his predecessors, and 
that the Congress of the United States has not sufficient confidence in 
him and in his chief to believe that they can be permitted to exercise 
their discretion in redeeming this public debt as fast as they safely can, 
but they must be coerced into it by an act of Congress. Well, Iam 


willing to coerce them to this extent, and still leave it safe. i 


But it is a little extraordinary, I confess, that this balance has been 
accumulating and accumulating since this administration came in, and 
is very much larger now than it was when they began, and that we are 
now called upon by an act of Congress to exert a pressure upon the ad- 
ministration of the finances of this country to payit out. I amsorry, 
I regret that there seems to be ground apparently in the minds of the 
two Houses and of these conferees to suppose that the administration 
of the finances under existing iaw is not precisely what it ought to be. 
I am very sorry that anybody thinks so. 

So, Mr. President, win this statement of assets and liabilities which 
is embodied by reference in this joint resolution as to what this balance 
of a hundred millions is, that it is in gold coin, and that it is held ac- 
cording to law and must be held according to law for this purpose, I 
am willing to vote to agree to the report of this conference committee, 
for all that it means is that we have solidified and made final the ques- 
tion of the greenback redemption fund of one hundred millionsin gold 
as a thing that must permanently remain in the Treasury, and all else 
we have done is to stimulate the Secretary of the Treasury to do the 
duty that his predecessors had done in rnnning down the public debt 
as fast as could be done with safety. 

Senators have said on a former occasion that this might be reduced 
a great deal lower, and that there is no danger in running out of the 
money in the Treasury. That is perfectly true so long as there is no 
panic or disturbance. A ship may sail withoutany ballast at all when 
the seas are smooth and the winds do not blow; but you test the 
strength of the credit of the business of this country and of its Treas- 
ury, upon which it all rests in our system of national-bank notes and 
greenbacks as legal tenders—you test the strength of that system only 
when the time of pressure and disaster comes. Then is the time that 
you require this balance in the Treasury to preserve the interest of 
every business man and every laboring man in the country, because we 
can not forget when we are talking about the interest of the tax-payers 
and the laboring men and the small business men that whenever a 
disaster has come in the history of this country or any other it always 
has fallen and it always will fall, not upon the rich men, not upon the 
» great banking institutions and corporations in its heaviest degree, but 
the heaviest of the burdens and the greatest of the disaster runs down 
to those men of small means, or of no means at all, who are thrown 
out of employment by a public panic. 


Therefore it is for the highest interest of the humblest people in the 
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community, of the great body of the people of the community wh» »r. 
without great capital, that the credit of the Government by this «;. 
ficient reserve to keep it strong shall always be kept up. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say that if I had supposed the trne consi;. 
tion of the resolution as amended by the Senate was to dedicate §|(); : 
000,000 to any purpose so as to put it beyond the reach ot the Secretary 
of the Treasury in any exigency that might arise, I should have , ‘ted 
against it, and I shall always, as far as 1 am concerned, vote againg: 
the retention of any large portion of money in the Treasury of the ( ted 
States from the control of the Secretary in any exigency that may ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ; 
conference report. 

The report was concurred in. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. = 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done I think now I can appeal to my 
friends on this side of the Chamber and on the other to take up the 
resolution about final adjournment and fix an hour for adjourning to. 
morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I can have a few minutes for executive 
after disposing of the resolution I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can have it to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that we have one for a few moments io. 
night. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can have it to-morrow just as well. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can haveit better to-night, because to hayesome 
references made is the only object I have in view. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to withdraw his 
motion until we can have a voteon the pension bill, which was discussed 
this afternoon and which I think can be taken without further debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can have a vote at once I shal! withdraw the 
motion for the purpose suggested by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is a quorum present now and there may not be 
to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A vote on the John 8. Williams bill ? 

JOHN 8. WILLIAMS—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to go into executive ses- 
sion being withdrawn, the question is, Shall the bill (S. 78) granting 
a pension to John 8. Williams pass, the objections of the President of 
the United Statesto the contrary notwithstanding? The yeas and nays 


will be taken. 

The ed to call the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senators from Maine [Messrs. HALE and Frye). 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sasrn]. If not paired, | should vote 
**nay.’’ My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN | is paired with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRicE]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Locan]. 
if present, and I should vote “ nay.’ 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when Mr. Sasrn’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL1]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). 

(Mr. McPHersoy]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]}. 

The roll-call was concluded. ms 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from New Hampsiire 
See PIKE]. If he were present, I should vote “‘nay.’’ My colleague 

Mr. WaALTHALL] is absent, attending a sick friend. If present, be 
would vote “‘nay.”” He is paired with the Senator from Wisconsi2 
[Mr. Spooner]. : 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I desire to ak 
if ~_ Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is recorded as having 
vo 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. : 

Mr. HARRIS. No pair has been announced for the Senator ‘0m 
Massachusetts. I agreed to pair with the Senator from M assachusets 
[Mr. Hoar] upon all questions except where my negative vote Wo" 
kill two votes in the affirmative, and upon those questions to * 
liberty to vote as1 pleased. I now withdraw my vote and announce 
my pair with the two Senators from Massachusetts. = 

M., CULLOM. The Senator from New York [Mr. MILLE) * . 
the Senate Chamber this afternoon and told me he was paired 
some gentleman whose name I have forgotten. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I announced that pair. sod with 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the negative). I am pairee a 
the Senator from Nevada {Mr. Jongs]. I ask to withdraw ™) — 

Mr. SAWYER, I am paired with the Senator from Georgia (1 
Brown]. 
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] 
Mr.SAULSBURY. Onthis question I announced that I was paired | 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLi]. The question re- 
quiring @ two-thirds vote, an equal pair on a question of this kind is 
not proper. I therefore transfer my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], so as to have two 
pairs in that case; and I vote ‘“‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. I vote “‘yea.”’ 

Mr. RANSOM. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [Mr. Piatt] is absent. 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron]. 

Mr. HEARST. i am paired with my colleague [Mr. Sranrorp], 
and therefore do not vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Van Wyck] in- 
formed me that he was going away, and was paired, I think, with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the negative). 
call my vote. I am paired. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Senatorsare reminded that, although 
a quorum is present, a quorum has not voted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Chair announce the result. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to state that I paired with the Senator 
from New York [Mr. MILLER], and I left it with the Senator from 
Jllinois [Mr. CULLOM] to determine to what questions it should apply, 
but I reserved the right to vote at all times to make aquorum. I 
vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 15; as follows: 


He is paired 


I desire to re- 


YEAS—19. 
Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Bisir, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Chace, Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 
Conger, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, 

NAYS—15. 
Beck, Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Vest, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Pugh, Whitthorne, 
Cail, Eustis, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Gray, Saulsbury, 

. ABSENT—42. 
Aldrich, Gibson, McPherson, Sabin, 
Berry, Gorman, Mahone, Sewell, 
Bowen, Hale, Maxey, Spooner, 
Browa, sopeten, Miller, Stanford, 
Butler, Harris, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
Camden, Hearst, Morgan, Vance, 
Cameron, Hoar, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Payne, Voorhees, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Walthall. 
Frye, Kenna, Piatt, 
George, Logan, Riddleberger, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 5, 1886, at 
11 o’clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, August 2, 1886. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS-GENERAL. 
Wendell A. Anderson, of La Crosse, Wis., to be consul-general of 
the United States at Montreal, for the British North American Proy- 
inces, 


James M. Morgan, of South Carolina, to be consul-general of the 

United States for the British colonies in Australasia, at Melbourne. 
CONSULS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
David W. Burke, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Cabello. 

Wallace 8. Jones, of Florida, to be consul of the United States at 
Messina. 

_Jacob Schoenhof, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the 
United States at Tunstall. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Luke A. Burke, of Ipswich, Dak., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Dak. 


William G. Hobbs, of Cassville, Mo., to be receiver of public moneys 
‘a Mo. : ; 
ames N. Welch, of Detroit, Mich., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Detroit, Mich. : : 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Edwin D. Steele, of Greensborough, N. C., tobe register of the land 
Office at Evanston, Wyo. 
David Webb, of Covington, Ind., who was designated during the 
Te sean, to be register of the land oflice at Salt Lake City, 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


Charles M. Newlin, of Delaware, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Delaware. 
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George W. Miller, of Pennsylvania, to be marshal of the United 


States for the western district of Pennsylvania. 


Herman G. Weber, of Illinois, to be marshal of the United States for 
the southern district of Illinois. 

William W. Allen, of Alabama, to be marshal of the United States 
for the middle and southern districts of Alabama. 

Elias M. Boykin, of South Carolina, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of South Carolina. 

Henry C. Urner, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States for the 
southern district of Ohio. 

Elijah Gates, of Missouri, to be marshal of the United States for the 
western district of Missouri. 


William K. Meade, of Arizona, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of Arizona. 
Thomas Fletcher, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United States 


for the eastern district of Arkansas. 

Ezra Baird, of Lewiston, Idaho, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of Idaho. 

Nathan D. Bates, of Preston, Conn., to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Connecticut. 

Van V. Richardson, of North Carolina, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern districtof North Carolina 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

David Turpie, of Indianapolis, Ind., to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Indiana. 

G. Chase Godwin, of Grand Rapids, Mich., to be attorney of 
United States for the western district of Michigan. 

Dupont Guerry, of Americus, Ga., to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Georgia. 

William G. Ewing, of Chicago, I1., to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of Illinois. 

Arthur K. Delany, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Wisconsin. 

William H. White, of Washington Territory, to be attorney of the 
United States for the Territory of Washington. 

John Catlett Gibson, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Virginia. 

Joseph W. House, of Arkansas, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Arkansas. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Horace B. Moore, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota. 

Frank M. Porch, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey. 

Bradley B. Smalley, of Vermont, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Vermont, in the State of Vermont. 

TERRITORIAL CHIEF-JUSTICE. 

James B. Hays, of Wisconsin, to be chief-justice of the supreme court 
of the Territory of Idaho. 

TERRITORIAL JUSTICES. 

Henry P. Henderson, of Mason, Mich., to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Utah. 

Charles M. Thomas, of Bowling Green, Ky., to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota. 

Lafayette Dawson, of Missouri, to be United States judge for the 
district of Alaska. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Charles E. Sausser, of Lebanon, Ohio, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Yakima agency, in Washington Territory. 

Wilson H. Talbott, of Grand Junction, Colo., to be agent for the in- 
dians of the Tulalip agency, in Washington Territory. 

Mark W. Stevens, of Flint, Mich., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Mackinac agency in Michigan. 

Benjamin P. Moore, of New York city, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Colville ageney, in Washington Territory. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Jeremiah W. Coveney, of Boston, Mass., to be surveyor of customs 
for the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachu- 
setts. , 

August M. Kuhn, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS 

George Hays, of Minnesota, to be supervising inspector of steam-ves- 
sels for the fifth district. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Christian M. Siebert, of New York city, N. Y., to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States to Chili. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Colonel. 


Fitz-John Porter, late colonel of the Fifteenth Infantry, to be colo- 
nel in the Army of the United States, to rank as such from May 14, 
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1861 (that being the grade and rank held by him at the time of his 
dismissai from the Army), in accordance with the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved July 1, 1886. 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
Capt. Theodore Schwan, of the Eleventh Infantry, to be assistant 
adjutant-general with the rank of major, July 6, 1886. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 
Maj. Horace Jewett, of the Sixteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colo- 
nel, August 1, 1886, vice Gibson, promoted to the Fifth Infantry. 
Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Walter T. Duggan, to be captain, August 1, 1886, vice 
Parke, promoted to the Sixteenth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Charles J. T. Clarke, to be first lieutenant, August 1, 
1886, vice Duggan, promoted. 
Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
Lieut. Col. George Gibson, of the Third Infantry, to be colonel, Au- 
gust 1, 1886, vice Wilkins, retired from active service. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. John B. Parke, of the Tenth Infantry, to be major, August 1; 
1886, vice Jewett, promoted to the Third Infantry. 
Second Regiment of Cavairy. 
Second Lieut. Lloyd M. Brett, to be first lieutenant, May 4, 1886. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Stanton A. Mason, to be captain, April 24, 1886. 
Second Lieut. James B. Erwin, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 1886. 
Second Lieut. Hugh J. McGrath, to be first lieutenant, May 26, 1886. 
Sixth Regiment of Cavatry. 
First Lieut. William Stanton, to be captain, May 21, 1886. 
Second Lieut. Elon F. Willcox, to be first lieutentant, May 21, 1886. 
Seventh Regiment of Cavalry. 
Capt. Daniel Madden, of the Sixth Cavalry, to be major, May 21, 
1886. 
Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. George 8. Wilson, to be captain, February 12, 1886. 


Second Lieut. Wallis O. Clark, to be first lieutenant, February 12, 
1886. 


Second Lieut. Francis J. A. Darr, tobe first lieutenant, May 26, 1886. 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Colville P. Terrett, to be first lieutenant, July 2, 1886. 
Eighth Regiment of Cavatry. 
First Lieut. Edward A. Godwin, regimental quartermaster, to be 
captain, July 5, 1886. 
Second Lieut. Enoch H. Crowder, to be first lientenant, July 5, 1886. 
Additional Second Lieut. Stephen H. Elliott, of the Fourth Cavalry, 
to ke second lieutenant, July 5, 1886. 
Ninth Regiment of Cavairy. 
Capt. James F. Randlett, of the Eighth Cavalry, to be major, July 5, 
1886. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Charles H. Grierson, to be first lieutenant, July 6, 
1886. 


Additional Second Lieut. Seward Mott, of the Sixth Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant, July 6, 1886. 


First Regiment of Artillery. 
Second Lieut. Frank 8. Harlow, to be first lieutenant, July 7, 1886. 
Additional Second Lieut. Thomas B. Mott, to be second lieutenant, 
July 7, 1886. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Colon Augur, to be captain, January 9, 1886. 
Second Lieut. Alonzo L. O’Brien, to be first lieutenant, January 9, 
1886. 


Fourth Regiment of Cavairy. 


Capt. Edward J. Spaulding, of the Second Cavalry, to be major, Jan- 
uary 9, 1886. 
Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Maj. John K. Mizner, ofthe Fourth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
January 9, 1886. 
POSTM ASTERS. 


Patrick Murphy, to be postmaster at Lawrence, Essex County, Mas- 
sachusetts. 


Augustus R. Griffin, to be postmaster at Hempstead, Queens County, 
New York. 


Charles G. McCreedy, to be postmaster at Ballston, in the county of 
Saratoga and State of New York. 


John W. Wright, to be postmaster at Temple, Bell County, Texas. 
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Andrew H. Shoemaker, to be postmaster at Decatur, Wise County, 
exas. 
Robert K. Vandiver, to be postmaster at Raton, Colfax County, T 
ritory of New Mexico. 4 
F. M. Sexton, to be postmaster at Hazlehurst, Copiah County, Mis. 
sissippi. 
Isaac D. Toll, to be postmaster at Petoskey, Emmet County, Mich. 
igan. 
Frank B. Clopton, to be postmaster at Pendleton, Umatilla County 
Oregon. iy 
J. J. Mueller, to be postmaster at Ellensburg, Kittitass County, Ter. 
ritory of Washington. 7 
John A. Harris, to be postmaster at Cheney, Spokane County, Ter. 
ritory of Washington. ; 
Jeremiah J. Hennessy, to be postmaster at White Sulphur Springs 
Meagher County, Territory of Montana. _ 
Thomas McKone, to be postmaster at Chelsea, Washtenaw County 
Michigan. oe 
Jonas M. Shallenberger, to be postmaster at Lancaster, Fairfield 
County, Ohio. 
Albert A. Upton, to be postmaster at West Gardner, Woreester 
County, Massachusetts. 
Arthur Watson, tobe postmaster at Northampton, Hampshire County, 
Massachusetts. 7 
George 8. Prescott, to be postmaster at Merrimac, Essex County, Mas- 
sachusetts. 
Edward P. Kimball, to be postmaster at Ipswich, Essex County, Mas- 
sachusetts. 
Charles Keith, to be postmaster at Greenfield, Franklin County, Mas- 
sachusetts, 
Augustus C. Golding, to be postmaster at Norwalk, Fairfield County, 
Connecticut. , 
Jeremiah Murphy, to be postmaster at Beverly, Essex County, Mas- 
sachusetts. 
Edward P. Kelley, to be postmaster at Bradford, Essex County, Mas- 
sachusetts. 
George R. Guernsey, to be postmaster at Windsor, Windsor County, 
Vermont. 
Edmund McKinney, to be postmaster at Keyport, Monmouth County, 
New Jersey. 
James Curran, to be postmaster at Hoboken, Hudson County, New 
Jersey. 
John C. Anderson, to be postmaster at Eagle Rock, Bingham County, 
Territory of Idaho. 
S. Mortimer Ward, to be postmaster at Georgetown, Georgetown 
County, South Carolina. 
George O. Guild, to be postmaster at Bellows Falls, Windham 
County, Vermont. 
Henry A. Baker, to be postmaster at Rockland, Plymouth County, 
Massachusetts. 
Everett K. Brewer, to be postmaster at Bar Harbor, Hancock County, 
Maine. 
William W. Hart, to be postmaster at Murray, Shoshone County, 
Idaho. 
John R. Young, to be postmaster at Hempstead, Waller County, Texas. 
W. T. Anderson, to be postmaster at Washington, Wilkes County, 
Georgia. 
William T. Martin, to be postmaster at Madison, Morgan County, 
Georgia. ; 
Clinton Babbitt, to be postmaster at Beloit, Rock County, Wisconsin. 
James Cannon, to be postmaster at Mankato, Blue Earth County, 
Minnesota. 
Julia D. Young, to be postmaster at Wright’s Grove, Cook County, 
Tllinois. 
William Kaough, to be postmaster at Fort Wayne, Allen County, 
Indiana. oe 
William H. Loomis, to be postmaster at Shawneetown, Gallatin 
County, Illinois. 
Frederick H. Bates, to be postmaster at Elmhurst, Du Page County, 
Illinois. 
William H. Bowser, to be postmaster at Warsaw, Kosciusko Covuly, 
Indiana. Sia 
William H. Wilcox, to be postmasterat Elgin, Kane County, I!lino's 
Charles 8. Avery, to be postmaster at Norwich, New London County, 
Connecticut. nic 
E. B. Crawford, to be postmaster at Sioux City, in the county of Woot 
bury and State of Iowa. ; 
The above confirmation was accompanied by the following rep" 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which wa °* 
dered by the Senate to be printed in the REcorD: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred = 
nomination of E. B. Crawford to be postmaster at Sioux City, lowa, s#bmts 
following report: : rirk from 

During the recess of the Senate the President suspended Edwin R. Kirk ''"" 
the office of postmaster at Sioux City, lowa, and aaieeetes E. B. Crawford ont il 
charge and perform the duties of the said office. Mr. Kirk was a most fs" 
and competent officer. There was no good reason for his suspension i. 
good man and a faithful citizen, The great majority of the citizens with’? 
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delivery of the office were opposed to the suspension, and did not desire to have 
him interfered with during the remainder of his term. There is nothing in the 
case in the slighest di affecting his integrity asa man or his faithfulness 
and efficiency as an officer. His term expired on March 15,1886. The present 
nomination is made to fill the vacany thus occasioned. The committee there- 
fore reports the nomination of E. B. Crawford with a recommendation that it 
be confirmed. 






















from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the Recorp: 


_The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom the above nomina- 
tion was referred, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

Jn this case while the charges against Major Ross, if any, have not been fur- 
nished to the committee, it appears from the papers which have been sent by the 
Post-Office Department that the charges are purely of a political character, and 
did notin any way affect the personal or official character of Major Ross 

A letter from Charles A. Murray, a Democrat and mayor of the city of Con- 
nersville, addressed to the President, states: ‘* Mr. Ross is a clever gentleman 
and is my neighbor and personal friend, but he certainly has no claims upon 
your administration for official favors. He is a man of considerable means, and 
probably gave as liberally to the Republican campaign fund last fall, and in pre- 
vious years, as any man in the county. 
pa 
* 


William A. McAlister, to be postmaster at Vinton, Benton County, 
i above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RecorpD: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 

omination of William H. McAlister to be postmaster at Vinton, lowa, vice 
Bie hen A. Marine, suspended, submits the following report: 

¢ suspended officer is a disabled soldier, having lost one of his legs in the 
military service of the Government during the war of the rebellion. He was 
a faithful and gallant soldier. He was an efficient postmaster, and no charges 
were poms inst him other than that he was an “‘ offensive partisan.” On 
account of ie was suspended; and nothing appears in the case reflecting 
on his character as @ man, or his faithfulness or efficiency as an ofticer. 

The present nominee is the third person designated by the President to take 
charge of the office from which this faithful officer and disabled soldier has 
been suspended. The first designation turned out to be of so unsavory a rec- 
ord that he was requested to resign and complied with the request. The second 
designation was & person 80 objectionable that he was rejected by the Senate. 
The third and present designation presents a person who seems, from informa- 
tion furnished to the committee, to be of good character and competent to dis- 
charge the duties of the office. , 

The anxiety of the suspended officer was to be informed of the cause of his 
suspension, and to know whether or not it in any way injuriously reflected on 
him, either asa man or an officer. He had faithfully served his country as a 
soldier in the Union Army, and felt that he deserved as honorable discharge 
from the service of the Government as he had received from the membership 
of its Army, Until it could be said that alone for partisan reasons he was sus- 
pended from his civil office he objected to the confirmation of a successor to his 
position, This can now be said, and he does not object to the confirmation of 
a competent successor. ; ; 

The committee therefore report the nomination of William H. McAlister to 
the Senate with a recommendation that it be confirmed. 


Archibald P. Pounds, to be postmaster at Danville, Hendricks County, 
Indiana. 


The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be prinited in the Recorp: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom the above nomina- 
tion was referred, having considered the same, respectfully report : 

The committee find that certain affidavits were filed against Mr. Kennedy, al- 
leging a few cases of the miscarriage or non-delivery of letters, a refusal to 
register a letter, neglect to stamp the date of receipt upon letters, certain acts 
of rudeness to persons calling at the office,&c. One E. D. King, who printsa 
newspaper called the Gazette at Danville, Ind., filesan affidavit alleging that he 
was allowed by the postmaster to pay the postage on his weekly paper monthly, 
and that the postmaster had allowed him to take mail-sacks to his printing office 
for the pu of mailing his newspaper. 

A favor thus extended, which resulted in no loss to the Government, though 
it may have been a technical violation of orders, is made use of by the man who 
we must su; asked, and who certainly accepted, the favor, to prejudice Mr. 
Kennedy. Most men, we think, would have hesitated to offer a voluntary affi- 
davit under such circumstances. The inspector’s report shows that Mr. Ken- 
nedy made complete answer to all of these charges, though his statements were 
not taken in writing, but only reported by the inspector. Mr. Kennedy has 
since put into the hands of the committee a specific answer to these charges, 
signet end sworn to by himself and deputy, an abstract of the charges having 
been furnished him. He has also filed with the committee affidavits from those 
persons at Danville who do the largest amount of business with the post-office, 
rer to the courtesy and faithfulness with which he has discharged the 
duties of his office. 

Among thiese letters is one from Mr. A. N. Towles, who, the committee are 
informed, was or is Serer at the Democratic county central committee. Mr. 
Kennedy hasalso furnished the committee witha statement signed by one hun- 
dred and eighty-five citizens, including bankers, merchants, and others, most 
Sauer business with the post-oifice, to the effect that the business of the 


a ae “~ well done and the public as promptly accommodated as ever 


He has never failed to take an active 
rt personally in pol'tical campaigns, city, county, State, aud national,” &e. 


* * “T believe Mr. Ross himself, ifasked the question by you, would frankly 
admit that the defeatof James G. Blaine was through no fault or neglect of his. 
I believe he is just manly enough to make the admission.” 

Other Democruts writing in behalf of Mr. Higgs emphasize the point that he 
is editor and proprietor of the Connersville Examiner, a Democratic paper; 
that as the county is strongly Republican he never received any of the county 
se and hence the Democrats would like to see him installed as postmas- 
er. 

In a letter from Mr. Murray to Senator Voorners the political services ren- 
dered by Mr. Higgs to his party are detailed and complimented 

The removal was evidently made for political reasons, and Mr. Higgs was 
designated for appointment on account of political services rendered. 

Some objection has been made to Mr. Higgs, growing out of some family mat- 
ters which occurred many years ago; but taking the whole case together, the 
committee have concluded to recommend that the nomination be confirmed. 


John A. Booe, to be postmaster at Crawfordsville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Indiana. 


The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the REcorD: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom the above nomina- 
tion was referred, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

That in response to their call upon the Postmaster-General to be furnished 
with any papers on file touching the conduct of the postmaster, Samuel M. Rob- 
inson, the report of Inspector Torrance to the chief post-office inspector was sub- 
mitted. This report is not accompanied by the evidence taken,and it seems 
from the letter of the Postmaster-General that the evidence was not filed in the 
Department. 

The charges against Mr. Robinson seem to be twofold: First, that he has pur- 
posely or by neglect detained a Democratic newspaper, called The Review, 
published at Crawfordsville, Ind.. in the office, and thus prevented its reaching 
country subscribers promptly. The committee do not deem it necessary to set 
forth in detail the report of the inspector. Evidence seems to have been taken 
atseveral places. There were complaints from subscribersthat the paper, which 
should have arrived on Saturday, failed to do so a number of times. It wasin 
evidence from the publishers of the newspaper that on one occasion the failure 
resulted from the breaking of the press, and on another occasion from the lack 
of ability to get up steam in the engine. 

It appears also in the testimony that the failure resulted in some cases from 
the neglect of the person whose duty it was to make the transfer of the mail 
at a point upon one of the railroads. No specific occasion is proved when the 
paper was delivered at the office in time for the mail, when it was not sent out 
promptly. The postmaster and his deputy both swear positively that the 
paper never was detained in the oftice when it was delivered in time for mail- 
ing. The evidence upon the subject was in such shape that the inspector him- 
self deduced this conclusion. He says: “The detention of these papers 
through neglect or otherwise rests either upon the publishing office or the post- 
office in Crawfordsville where they were mailed. 

It does not seem possible that the editor of a weekly paper, noticing the many 
complaints from different localities and the loss of many subscribers which 
would naturally follow, would allow, through neglect or otherwise, any failure 
on his part to have the paper edited and mailed promptly on Friday as adver- 
tised and expected. It seems,therefore,that the inspector was not able upon 
the testimony himself to locate the fault, except by concluding that the pre- 
sumption in favor of the editor was stronger than that in favor of the honesty 
and faithfulness of the postmaster. 4 

The second charge was of a political character, namely, that Mr. Robinson 
had been active as a Republican, made some bets on the election, contributed 
to the Republican campaign fund, and on election day carried some persons in 
his carriage to the polling places, &c. 


and his deputy have been careful, pulite, correct, The committee have no doubt that this removal was made simply for polit- 
cad encoenes ng in their treatment of the patrons of the office, and that they | jcal reasons, and thatthe other cause alleged was unreal and unsupported. Mr. 
of w of no case of or failure of duty. Thecommittee regard theanswer | Robinson has, however, advised the committee that he neither desires nor ex- 
lei ——— bem statements from the best citizens of Danville as com- 


pects to continue in the office under this administration, for the reason that he 
would be constantly subjected to criticism and charges growing out of the de- 


oF . : him — —— ~_ and anes Sok Gave was no 
cause for his remo F t t is duty. 
The ee eee rowing out of any neglect o! uty 


_ mands of Democrats to occupy his place. ; . 
: ; by Mr. Kennedy to Senator Harrison was laid In this state ef the case the committee report the nomination of Mr. Booe 
_ mes: favorably and recommend that he be confirmed. 
i DANVILLE, InD., July 12, 1886. 
: M vi COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
a y resignation of the office of postmaster at Danville, Ind., would 


formed that the same was desired by the administration on account of my being John T. McGraw, of West Virginia, to be collector of internal reve- 
Republican ; bus whee is was announced that ener would net be made for | nue for the district of West Virginia. a 

oe when charges were presen against me tothe effect that » 5 : "as accompanied by the following report 
faity we upon the ——_” os, ko” aay enema gman oie iti ntees on non a fh was ordered b y the Se cae to 
to holt iuvestigation before the Senate committee vindicates me, Ido not desire | be printed in the RecaRD: 

confirmed office longer, and hope that the nomination of my successor may be 


ving The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
= the duties of the office tothe best of my ability and, as I | 1312) of John T, McGraw, of West Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue 
hansen satisfaction of the patrons generally, I am now ready to resign for the district of West Virginia, in place of Samuel P. McCormick, suspended, 


any man in tical ini ion. and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. 
Yours, very veapechalin ee ee ee Seeninictention Mctiraw is a fit oad proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that 
Hon z A. H. KENNEDY. there are no charges or papers on file reflecting upon the character of Mr. Mc- 
Beng. Harrison, Cormick, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of 
United States Senate. the Treasury : 

ihe committee are informed that Mr. Pounds, the nominee, was selected for raneeny Dare met 

al pate by an election held among the Democrats at Danville, Ind., and, under Sir: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
circumstances of the led to recon 


case, the committee i dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not ‘there are any eharges on file 

that the nor ination be confirmed. - ePeaREnnEe th SUC against the official or moral character of Samuel P. McCormick, late collector of 
internal revenue for the district of West Virginia, suspended,” is received. 

postmaster i i In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 

volta ail Siete of teal . peememaville, in Ge omy of a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President’s 


‘ i ‘ recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. 
confirmation was accompanied by the following report But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re 
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lating to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached 
to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the in- 
cumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and 
that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 
change 

iixecept as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 

Respectfully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justin 8. Morr, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to the Commitice 
on Vinance, dated March 16, 1886. or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character.” 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the 
confirmation of Mr. McGraw. 


DISTRICT ATTORNEY FOR SOUTHERN ILLINOS. 


August 4, 1886, the injunction of secrecy was removed from the fol- 
lowing report and it was ordered to be printed in the Recorp: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the nomination of Gus- 
tavus Van Hoorebeke to be district attorney of the United States for the south- 
ern district of Illinois, vice James A. Connolly, suspended, submits the following 
report: 

ames A. Connolly was first appointed United States attorney for the south- 
ern districtof [linois in 1876,and continued to act as such until the date of his 
suspension by President Cleveland. It appears that he was a faithful and effi- 
cient officer. 

Iminediately after the result of the Presidential election of 1884 became known 
Mr. Connolly announeed his determination to resign his office on the 4th of 
March, 1885. He was induced to withhold his resignation at (hat time by reason 
of political interests and conditions existing in the State of Hlinois. Anelection 
of a United States Senator was depending in the Legislature <! that State. The 
result.was in doubt. The contending political forces in the Legislature were 
about equally divided. The belief was entertained by the Democratic candi- 
date that the resignation of Mr. Connolly would tend to complicate his chances 
for holding the united vote of his party continuously to himself. He feared that 
a change from himself to some other member of his might occur if lit- 
ical conditions in the southern part of theState should be disturbed by an intru- 
sion of the question which would be presented by the resignation of Mr. Con- 
nolly. 

If Mr. Connolly should resign pending the Senatorial contest,a successor 
would have to be selected. Several persons had made known their determina- 
tion to be applicants for Mr. Connolly’s position on the change of the national 
administration. Itseemed im to the Democratic candidate for the office 
of United States Senator not to be forced to declare his choice in of who 
should succeed Mr.Connelly. He caused a friend to interview . Connolly 
and endeavor to get him to withhold his resignation until a determination of 
the Senatorial contest could be reached. At first Mr. Connolly declined, but 
finally consented with the distinct understanding that whenever his resigna- 
tion should be desired he would be notified in order that he might forward it 
and not be subjected to suspension or removal. Thereseems to be no doubt of 
this definite understanding. It was also agreed that the Attorney-General 
should be notified of this arrangement, and he was informed of it. 

The Senatorial contest continued through weeks and months, and was not 
determined until late in May, 1885. There wasnocali for Mr. Connolly's resig- 
nation, and during the first week in June, 1855, Senator CvULLomM, as a matter 
of friendly interest in Mr. Connolly's case, called a second time on the Atior- 
ney-General and told him again the understanding relative to the resignation 
of the officer. He said to the Attorney-General that Mr. Connolly did not care 
to remain in office, and that he was ready to resign at any time on the merest 
suggestion from him; thata letter or telegiam to either Mr. Connolly or the 
Senator would be promptly responded to by forwarding the resignation; that 
he lefi the Attorney-General with no doubt whatever on his mind that if the 
resignation should be desired either Mr. Connolly or himself would receive 
notice te that effect. 

Thus the matter rested until the 10th of June, 1885, when Mr. Connolly received 
notice from the President that he was suspended from his office, and on the 
same day there appeared in the Chicago Times a Washington special dispatch 
filling nearly two columns uf that paper made up of matter contained in a report 
of J. W. Bowman, an examiner of the tment of Justice.in which he mani- 
fested the partisan spirit in which he pursued an investigation of Mr. Con- 
nolly’s a in his office. we 

That such a report was in existence was not known to Mr. Connolly except 
by unofficial rumors until after it had been communicated to the Senate in re- 
sponse to its resolution directing the Attorney-General to communicate to it all 
papers and documents on file in his office touching the conduct of the office of 
said district attorney. 

It appears from the departmental stamp on said that it was filed in the 
Department of Justice on the 2d day of May, 1885. It is dated 1 Lith, 1885, 
and was made in response to instructions given by the Attorney to the 
examiner on April l6th, 1885. No notice had been given to Mr. Connolly of 
the character of this report, nor did he know except irresponsible rumor 
that any such paper was in existence until after ithad been communicated to 
the Senate and referred to this committee. He wasthen informed of its charac- 
terand contents, and he has made answer to each and every feature of it in 
such manner and effectiveness as to satisfy the committee that it is unfair, un- 
trutbful, and that it ought not, either in its statements or its conclusions, to be 
accepted as of any weight whatever against the general good repute of Mr. 
Cennolly concerning bis administration of his office. 

It may be a matter of curious inquiry why the Attorney-General should have 
allowed such a report to remain on the files of his Department without notice 
to Mr. Connolly, and without some reference to it in the interviews had with 
him in respect of the resignation of the accused officer. That such a state of 
facts could exist any where is not pleasant to believe, but that it should be found 
in the Department of Justice isaa reproach to its name, and it seems to the com- 
mittee that the demands of fair-play and common justice require that the course 
pursued in this case should not receive the approval of the 
the commitiee, without intimating anything te the hurt of 
case,or remotely or otherwise suggesting that he is nota 
trusted with the responsible duties of the to which 
do recommend that he be not confirmed. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 4, 1886. 


The House met at ll o'clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. Br: 
Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the preceedings of yesterday was read and 2 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of ; 
priv 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. On page 7654 of the Recorp, on t}y 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hou») tha: ; 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendment to ¢))e Jo. 
tive appropriation bill providing for the pay of clerks for Senators | 
am recorded as having voted in the affirmative. At the tine the sub). 
ject-matter was under discussion I could see no reason why the Seng. 
tors should receive greater com jon than that accorded to meme: 
of this House, and therefore I would not have voted to recede: put j, 
fact I was not in the Hall when the vote was taken. [ ask therefyr. 
that my name be stricken from the list of yeas. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be 1made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks. jp. 


formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com. 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7840) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub|i 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. J; 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9478) mak. 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for | 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed joint res- 
olutions of the following titles; in which the coneurrence of the Hous 
was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 82) making an additional appropriation for 
the purchase of a site for the i Library; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 83) for the payment of the salaries of the Mis. 
sissippi and Missouri River Commissions, and for other purposes. 

The message also informed the House that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 209) permitting the public building au- 
thorized by act of Congress, approved June 30, 1886, at Savannah, (a 
to be located not less than 40 feet from any other building instead o! 
50 feet, as provided in said act; 

A bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of Enols Lioyd; and 

A bill (H. R. 3908) for the relief of John Ellis. 

The message further announced that theSenate had passed the }i!! I! 
R. 5196) to detach certain counties from the United States judicial dis 
trict of California, and create the United States judicial district of 
Southern California, with amendments, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. ; 

The message further informed the House that the Senate had agree 
to the resolution of the Honse requesting the return to the House o! 
the bill of the Senate (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by inctea* 
ing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg 8 
the service. , 

The message furtherannounced that the Senate having proceede¢. 2 
purszance of the Constitution, to reconsider the bill entitled an aci © 
grant a pension toJoseph Romiser, returned to the House of Represt 
atives by the President of the United States with his objections a 
sent by the House of tatives to the Senate with the mesag 
of the President returning the bill, had passed the same, two-thirés™ 
the Senate voting in favor thereof. 

FORTIFICATIONS BILL. J 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the!!!" * 
9798) making iations for fortificationsand other works of deiens 
and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending Juve ©. ‘~~ 
and for other purposes, with the Senate amendments thereto, *” 
Chair will state that this bill was originally sent to the House from the 
Senate some days since, was referred to the Committe¢ on pprer” 
tions and reported back from that committee, and was uncer con” 
ation in the House, with the previons question ordered upon 
ate amendments, at the time when the Senate requested > - 
that body. If there be no objection, the bill will now lic on 
for the present. The Chair supposes it is unnecessary to re'’r 
to the mittee on A riations, as no changes have | wee 
theamendments, the Senate ldiepstiesliy vecilied the bill for the p“ 
pose of making an order requesting a conference with the House. a 

Mr. FORNEY. I am perfectly willing that the House show's ?™ 
concur in the Senate amendments and agree to 2 conference 

Mr. RANDALL. Make that motion. 
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Mr. FORNEY. My only reason for not making it is that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] is not present at this moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that the bill lie on the table 
for a while until the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurTERWoRTH ] comes 
in, when it can be called up. 


SITE FOR FEDERAL BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill of the Senate (S. 1847) | 


for the purchase of land as a site for a Federal building in Brooklyn, N. 
Y.: which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
BILL RETURNED TO THE SENATE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following: 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATRs, August 3, 1886. 


Ordered, That the Seeretary be diwected to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate (S. 757) granting a pension to 


Helen Plunkett. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the order will be made in 
accordance with the request of the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

INTEREST OF THE UNITED STATES IN THE POTOMAC FLATS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as one of the conferees on 
the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
pill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the interests of the United States 
in the Potomac River flats, in the District of Columbia, the gentleman 
from South Carolina, Mr. HEMPHILL, in place of the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. REAGAN, who has left the city. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr. WoLFoRD, for the remainder of the session, on account of 


sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Davipson, of Alabama, for the remainder of the session, on 
account of important business. 

To Mr. PETTIBONE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. ATKINSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in 

the Recorp remarks upon House bill 7652. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers connected 
with House bill 1972, in the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | 


they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses | 


of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (H. R. 9726) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending Jnne 30, 1886, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses; when the Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from the 


Judiciary Committee for present consideration. I think it wil! not 
take five minutes. 


The SPEAKER. Js the report long? 
Mr. OATES. No, sir; it can be disposed of in a very short time. 


The SPEAKER. It will be read, after which the Chair will ask for 
objection. 

Mr. OATES. When the report has been read I will ask to occupy 
one or two minutes with a statement, after which I am sure there wil! 
be no objection to the proposition of the committee. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object for the present. I desire to offer a reso- 
ne which I know the gentleman from Alabama will have no 


DEATH OF SAMUEL J. TILDEN. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MorRisoN] asks 
ee consent to offer for adoption the resolution which will be 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representati of the United States has heard 
mn profound sorrow of the death of ee Gntdaes and dutinenhed deen 

- Tilden, . 
The resolution was by unanimeus consent considered and adopted. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD, 

Mr. OATES. I now ask that the report which I have sent to the 

desk be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 





NW THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, June 21, 1586 
| Mr. Hen.ey submitted the following; which was r 
on Pacific Railroads 


| ferred to the Committee 
| Whereas it appears from the published reports of the Union Pacific Railroad 
| 


Company that the said corporation, without consent of Congress, did issue in 
1883 about five millions of collateral tri 


ust bonds, also six millions of 6 per 














: cent, 
collateral trust bonds did pay dividends in 188 nd 1884, notwithstanding the 
existence of a gross floating debt of $13,000,000, and in 1883 and 1885 did guar- 
antee interest on $14,931,000 Oregon Short Line bonds in d \ of the rVis- 

| ions of the law of 1873, section 4, of + ime 17 of the Statutes at Large rhere- 

} fore, 

Be it resoived by the House of Rep ‘ be 
and he is hereby, directed to pros said - ly 
and criminally against whom the i t 
or conviction. 

Attest: 

INO CLAI 

The Committee on the Judiciary, having had under consideration the reso 

| tion introduced by Mr. Henwry in relation to certain alleze« lations of law 
by the Union Pacific Railroad, report back a substitute therefor and recom 
mend its adoption. 

Amend the resolution by substituting the following therefor, namely 

“Whereas it is alleged that the president and directors of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company did, without the consent of Congress and in violation of law, 
in the year 1883, issue about five million of collateral tru nds, and six mill- 

Ss in the years 1883 


and 1884 notwithstanding the said company did at the timeowe a gross floating 
debt of $13,000,000, and did in the years 1883 and 1885 guarantee interest on $14.- 
931,000 of the bonds of the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company in violation of 
law: 
‘Beit resolved bythe House of Representatives of the United States of America, That 
the Committee on the Judiciary be,and are hereby, en:powered and directed t 
investigate the aforesaid allegations and all matters connected therewith 
pertaining thereto, and report to the House by bill or otherwise; and that said 
committee may appoint a subcommittee, to consist of not more than five of 
members; to make said investigation and report to the full committee. That 
such subeommittee, a majority of whom shal! constitute a quorum, shall have 
power to send for persons and papers, administer oaths to witnesse 8, employ a 
stenographer, to sit in vacation at such time and place as may be deemed advis- 
able, and to do all things necessary to a full and impartial invest 


> 


or 


| ion of 6 per cent. collateral trust bends, and did pay divi lend 
} 
} 
| 
i 
| 


i 

ration of the 
allegations hereinbefore set forth. All of the expenses ef said investigation to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. OATES. I hope the gentleman will withhold his objection until 
he hears me for two minutes. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
up so important a matter as this. 

Mr. OATES. I presume the gentleman is objecting because he is a 
friend of the railroad company. Here isa letter from Mr. Adams, pres- 
ident of the company, to the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. Tucker], 

| the chairman of our committee, asking that the resolution may be 
| adopted. 

| Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
| hear the letter read. 

Mr. OATES. I merely wanted to state—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not object 
| to the reading of the letter, if the gentleman from Alabama will send 
| it up. 

Mr. OATES. I wanted to state in two minutes—I only ask that 
much time—the reasons for the adoption of this substitute agreed upon 
by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraw 
his objection for the purpose—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
the letter read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is too late in the session to bring 


I will withdraw my objection to 


Only for the purpose 


of hearing 


OUxion Paciric Ramway Conpary, 
Boston, July 23, 1856, 
Hon. J.R. Tucker, 
House of Representatives, Washington. 


My DEar Str :-— 


Mr. OATES (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has only with- 
drawn his objection to have the letter read. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will not allow me to make a state- 
ment I will not put in the letter to be read. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman can do just as he 
pleases. I have objected, because this may be a matter of very great 
importance with reference to this railroad and is brought up in the 
closing hours of the session. 

Mr. OATES. I ask two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Pennsyivaniz, objects 
matter is not before the House 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The railroad company, I understand, asks 
this investigation. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
not permit the letter to be read. 





and the 


The gentleman from Alabama will 


COMPENSATION TO RAILROAD COMPANIES FOR APARTMENT SERVICE. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of Senate bill No, 2438, and that it be now con- 
sidered and passed. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 2438) to authorize the Postmaster-General to allow compensation to 
railroad companies in certain cases for apartment service heretofore furnished 
pursuant to agreement. 

Be itenacted, &c., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to allow compensation to such railroad companies as had furnished apartments 
in cars for use as railway post-offices of less than 40 feet in length, in cases where 
such apartments had been furnished in pursuance of an agreement or under- 
standing with the Postmaster-General,the Seéond Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
cral, or the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service that special compensa- 
tion should be allowed therefor ; such allowances to be proportioned to the length 
of the apartments furnished, and not exceeding a pro rata of the price allowed 
for a 40-foot car, and for the time unpaid for up to the date when the company 
was notified by the Department that such payment could not be made because 
not warranted by the present law. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say that this bill has passed the Sen- 
ate 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It has been unanimously reported to the House 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and has the ap- 
provai of the Postmaster-General. Indeed, the bill was drawn under 
his direction. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there should be some further explanation, 
especially as to the effect of this measure. I am inclined to believe it 
is a proper subject of legislation, and should probably be passed; but 
I have had no opportunity to examine it, and I would likea little more 
satisfactory explanation as to the necessity for its adoption. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will yield to me for a moment I 
think I can explain it fully. 

This bill was unanimously reported from the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and, as fully expressed in the bill itself, provides 
for the payment to certain railroad companies for the performance of 
mail service under a construction of law that had prevailed in the Post- 
Office Department for a number of years. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Under contracts. 

Mr DOCKERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is this recommended by the Department? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; this bill has the commendation of the 
Post master-General. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
necessity for this. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me state to the gentleman that to my per- 
sonal knowledge this bill was drawn inthe Postmaster-General’s office. 
I went myself to see him in reference to it, and he called in his law 
clerk, whose name I have now forgotten, who drew up the bill, which 
was presented to me, and in the shape I received it it was introduced 
in the House and adopted by the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to have the report read, because I 
want to see exactly how it comes that this service has been ordered at 
all. That is the important fact, as to how this service came to be ren- 
dered. 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me state—but I will yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Brount], the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In relation to the amount due for this car service 
the fucts are, as well-known to gentlemen, that itis not lawful—and it 
has been so held by the present Postmaster-General and the Attorney- 
General—that provision may be made allowing the use of postal-cars 
of a less length than 40 feet. Under the law, which is very explicit in 
that respect, they can not be less than that length. That, however, is 
a new constraction of the statute. For several years the Second As- 
sistant Postmaster-General and the Superintendent of Railway Mail 
Transportation have been making occasional contracts with certain rail- 
roads which permitted the use of cars for this purpose of less than 40 
feet in length, and a part of the contract was the prescribing of the 
construction of the cars by the Department, and their construction on 
this suggestion or invitation of the Department. 

Now, sir, when this administration came into power an application 
was made to it which opened up the subject of these contracts, and 
upon ‘an investigation of the question the conclusion was reached that 
such contracts could not be validly made under the law. 

But, as I have said, they had been previously made. The service 
had been rendered on the invitation of the Department itself and cer- 
tainly should be paid for. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, after a conference with the Postmaster-General, reported a bill 
providing for the payment of that work, invited, as I have shown, by 
the Government, up to the time when the present administration 
reached a conclusion adverse to such contracts and issued notification 
to the parties. 

I think it is an eminently proper thing that the Government should 
pay for the service, having asked for it, having invited proposals and 
contracted for it under a construction of the law which the present De- 
partment holds to be improper. 

The amount involved is inconsiderable—somewhere about $40,000. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


What is the amount involved? 
About $40,000, I think. 
Let the report be read, and that will show the 
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so . McMILLIN. Some gentleman has stated $90,000, I under. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It affects but few roads, since very few of the 
applied. If they hid all applied it would have run the sum up inte 
the millions. It is but right and proper under the circumstances th : 
it should be paid. ye 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the oon 
tleman from Georgia a question. I understand the only point in gues. 
tion is the form or size of the car in which the service was conducted: 
not the amount of service rendered. Is thatcorrect? There is no ex. 
orbitant amount asked under these former contracts, as I understand 
but the simple question is as to the style of cars or length of ear whi h 
is fixed by the statute. Is that all? si 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, it is possibly somewhat more than that I 
can say this much in response to the gentleman, that it is not a ques. 
tion of favoritism to any line of road, but in compliance with the aa 
tracts made years ago by the Department under a construction of the 
law different from that given to it by the present officials. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It does not involve any excess 
of postal service? My reason for asking is that we do not want to oot 
into any star-route business here. a 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I will answer the gentleman satisfactorily oy, 
that point. This bill operates only for the payment of compensation 
to railroad companies up to the time of the notification by the present 
Postmaster-General that he did not regard it as a proper construction 
of the law to permit the use of postal cars of less than 40 feet. 
not operate beyond the period of that notification. 
in futuro whatever. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is this the only claim present. 
able under the contracts to which the gentleman refers? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir; and if the gentleman will take the trouble 
to refer to a document prepared by myselfin connection with the Post- 
Office bill he will find there designated the only claims which can come 
up under this provision. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Georgia 
does not seem to catch exactly the point of my inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectionto the consideration of the bi!!? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There will be objection unless 
this inquiry is answered. I want to know whether the service is nec- 
essary for the public interest and whether the amount claimed is rea- 
sonable compensation therefor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Post-Office Department thought the service was 
reasonable and made a contract. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We have not got the Post- 
Office Department here to interrogate them. What does the gentleman 
from Georgia think of it? He has investigated the matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think I can make this matter very clear to my 
friend from Arkansas. There are two modes of paying for railway mail 
service—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to escape the 
technicalities of the question and to get a direct answer to my inquiry. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to give the substance of this case, and in 
order to do so have to state the law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

roceed in his own way. 

Mr. BLOUNT. One way of paying for railway mail service is by 
weight, and making a provision for heating and lighting for the postal 
clerks sufficient to permit the distribution of the mail. Then there is 
a provision for larger lines for 40, 50, and 60 foot cars. On certain lines 
it was found that the 40-foot car was rather larger than the demanis 
of the service required. They might have put on the 40-foot car, bat 
they made a contract fora car less than 40 feet, with a proportional re- 
duction in the cost to theGovernment; and in that pointof view there 
was really a reduction of the expenditure. . 

But the situation now is this: The Postmaster-General held, whic 
this might have been done with the view of economy, yet there was 
authority of Jaw for it, as he understood it, and so he refused to make 
other contracts. But these smaller cars were constructed at the reyar' 
of the Department. The railway companies were not seeking them. 
The Post Office Department entered into an agreement with them ‘or 
these smaller cars, and they were built by request of the Governucn’, 
and are there to-day, but are not paid for by this administration, be- 
cause it was held they could not make a contract for those car. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman has not a 
swered my question. I asked his opinion on this point: Was the ser 
rendered a necessary service? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, unquestionably it was. bas 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And is the amovnt ae 
a reasonableamount? I am notasking about the lawfulness 0! 1. a Me 
know there is a difficulty about the law or we would not be call’ 
pass this bill. I want to know if the amount claimed, in the opin’ 
the gentleman from G ia, is a just and reasonable amount * 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think certainly it is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is all I want to know. - 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me*4 
tion ? 


roads 


jUes- 


It does 
It has no ope ration 


Very well, let the gentleman 





it 


Swe np ewes 








Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is this amount appropriated for the 
ing the mails or for the construction of the cars? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. For the service of carrying the mails. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course it is for the carrying of the mail. A 
smaller and cheaper car was constructed for carrying the mails because 
the more costly car was not needed for the amount of service. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Are those cars to be used for the Government here- 

9 
aH BLOUNT. No, sir; for the reason that the Postmaster-General 
under his construction of the law held that the Department could not 
make such a contract, but was bound to have the mails carried in the 
40, 50, and 60 foot cars. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And what becomes of these smaller cars? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know. I reckon the railroad companies 
think the Government should take them. We do not recommend that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. The question is on ordering the bill 
to be read a third time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ill the following: 

ret) pe me he ae hereafter = allowed for an 
daily trip each way of railway post-office cars less th 
apartments in cars used as railway post-offices whene 
eral in his diseretion shall agree to make such allowan 
ance so made by the Postmaster-General in his discre 


the length of the cars or apartments furnished and 
of the aie allowed for a 40-foot car.” 


Mr.BLOUNT. I donot understand the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina has the floor to offer that amendment. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I submit that I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was putting the question on ordering 
the bill to a third reading when the gentleman from South Carolina 
rose to offer his amendment. The previous question had not been or- 
dered. The amendment is in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit the point of order that the amendment is 
not germane to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not examined that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itis not germane and involves a large amount of 
expenditure 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amendment is germane to 
the original bill, which is a bill allowing compensation to certain rail- 
road companies for postal service. The amendment is also general in 
its provisions, and proposes to confer authority on the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral hereafter to allow pay for the use of cars for similar service, 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendment. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Ihave the floor and do not yield for that motion. I 
think in a very few words I can show this amendment ought to pre- | 


service of carry- 


y lines comprising a 
an 49 feet in length or of 
ver the Postmaster-Gen- 
ce. But every such allow- 
tion shall be proportioned 
shall not exceed a pro rata 


vail. We have heard on this floor that the Department, under their 
construction of the law at the time, agreed with railroad companies 
that they should build cars less than 40 feet long, and thereby etfected 
asaving to the Government. Where, in order to have carried the mails 
under the contract and to be in the strict letter of the lawas construed 
by the Department, a railroad company would have built a car 40 feet 
long and would have been entitled to the compensation for a car 40 feet 
long, the t, for the purpose of saving money to the Govern- 
ment, said to company, ‘‘A car 35 feet in length will do, and we 
will pay you pro rata for 35 feet instead of 40.” 

_Now, Mr. » that was in the interest of economy. The exer- 
cise of that discretion by the Postmaster-General has caused to the Gov- 
frament an actual saving of money; and this amendment simply pro- 
poses that the Postmaster-General in the future, where the service does 
hot require a 40-footi car, but where a 30-foot or a 35-foot car will do, 
It is put strictly 


The amendment is not com- 
- It says the Postmaster-General in his discretion may allow 


: in the fature for such service, 

nem Mr. Speaker, look at the justice and equity of the proposition. 
companies which have built 30-foot cars at the re- 

t, as has just been stated, and they are carry- 
30-foot cars; and shall the Postmaster- 
inviting them tomake the car 30 feet long instead of 40 feet, 
refuge to pay them the three-fourths, while a 40-foot car running on an- 
ther line at the full rate? 


tach g There is no equity and justice in 
It may be said this is goi ; 
ng to cost a large sum of money to the Gov 

at. Why, Mr. Speaker, it was the construction which was placed 
the law for twelve years, and it did not cost millions to the Govern- 
‘hat then. For the past year we are told that the amount involved in 
= class of Service is only about $40,000 for the whole year. If the 
one not been construed in the manner it was, instead of being $40, - 


tllowed tty. tave cost the Government $60,000. If discretion is nou 
be built 40 see ostmaster-General in the future, the cars hereafter will 
40 feet long and will cost the Government more money. 
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I will read the law 
4004 of the Re 
that— 


Additional pay may be 
way of railway post-office 
for cars 40 feet in length, s 


per mile per annum for & 
cars, 


for the information of the House. Itis section 
vised Statutes, passed in March, 1873, and it provides 


allowed for every line comprising a daily trip each 
cars, at a rate not exceeding $25 per mile per annum 
and $30 per mile per annum for 45-foot cars,and $40 
-footcars, and $50 per mile per annum for 55 to 60 foot 
» 


The Postmaster-General construed the 
did not require a 40-foot car, Which would have cost $25 per mile per 
annum, they had a right to ask the company to build a 
which would cost less by one-quarter. Now, I say, Mr. 
it is in the interest of economy, that it has effected a Saving in the 
past and will effect a saving in thefuture. One other point: It is left 
absolutely in the discretion of the Postmaster-General to make these 
agreements or not. Under the law, when the car is 40 feet long he 
makes the argreement as a matter of course, but as to these other cars 
it is left to his discretion and the interest of the Government is se- 
curely guarded, because the Postmaster-General is not compelled to 
make the agreement in any case where he does not think it is demanded 
by the public interest, | therefore hope, Mr. Speaker, that the amend- 
ment will prevail. I send to the desk and ask to have read as a part 
of my remarks an extract from the Senate report which I have marked, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In the course of the business of the P 
in many parts of the country the needs 


law to mean that when they 
30-foot car, 
Speaker, that 


ost-Office Department, it was found that 


of the service did not require cars so long 
as 40 feet, and, at the request of the Department, various railroad companies 


built and fitted up for the use of the Post-Office Department posta! cars of such 
varying lengths as were adapted to the necessities of the service, the Department 
paying them therefor a rate proportionate to the length of the cars. This has 
been going on for many years. During the past year the Department, under 
the advice of the Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department, 
ceased to pay the railroad companies for furnishing and hauling all cars less than 
40 feet in length, upon the ground taken by the Solicitor that there Was no au- 
thority in law for paying it. At the desire of the Department the railroad com- 
panies have continued to perform the service up to the present time without pay. 
The object of the present bill is to remedy the difficulty, and so declare the law 
that the Department may feel authorized to pay for the service performed. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, here are certain 
railroad companies running cars that are under 40 feet in length, and 
here are other railroad companies who built their cars 40 feet in length 
and get this pay. It is just as much a measure of justice that the cars 
under 40 feet in length, when they are run at the request of the De- 
partment, should be paid pro rata, as it is that the other contracts 
should be carried out. The construction of the law for twelve years 
was to the effect that the Postmaster-General had the discretion which 
this amendment seeks now to give him. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand it, the object is to prevent 
the Government paying for that which it does not need. That is, 
when it does not need a 40-foot car it ought not to be required to pay 
for it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. That is the point. Under the construction of the 
law which has prevailed tor the past twelve months the cars would have 
to be all 40 feet in length, and the Government would have to pay for 
that size. 

This amendment gives the Postmaster-General the discretion to have 
the cars built shorter and to pay in proportion. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, whatever may be the merit of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina, the effect 
of it if adopted now by the House will be to kill this bill, for it can not 
possibly be returned to the Senate and pass there and receive the ap- 
proval of the Executive at this session. The effect, therefore, will be 
to postpone the whole subject until next December. The merits of 
this proposition can not be questioned, but I submit that it is wise to 
vote down the amendment, however meritorious it may be, and pass 
this bill, and then if the proposition of the gentleman has real merit it 
can be passed at the next session of the House. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” 
“Vote! _s 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Drssie}. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SymMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 757) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 8192) to remove the political disabilities of 
J. R. Eggleston, of Mississippi. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The following message from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries: 
To the House of Representatives : 

In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 3d in- 
stant (the Senate concurring), I return herewith Senate bill No, 2056, entitled “An 
actto amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors 
who have lost an arm or leg in the service,” 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 4, 1886, 
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The message also announced that the President had approged and 
signed joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 


Joint resolution (H. Res, 142) authorizing and directing the Com- | with fixtures and furniture, and properly lighted and warn 
missioner of Labor to make an investigation as to convict labor, and | use of route agents accompanying and distributing the mails. 


for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compensation 
of a district judge for the southern distrigt of Alabama; 

An act (H. R. 1249) for the relief of a eaiad F. Ryan; 

An act (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Sidney R. Smith; 

An act (H. R. 4503) to authorize the Secretary of War to permit the 
Carrollton and Lock No. 1 Turnpike Road Company to locate and con- 
struct its road on land belonging to the United States at Lock No. 1, 
on the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky; 

An act (H. R. 5552) for the relief of James Cain; 

An act (H. R. 7087) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to ex- 
tend the time of payment to purchasers of lands of the Otoe and Mis- 
souria and of the Omaha Indians; 

An act (H. R. 3014) to provide for terms of court in Colorado; 

An act (H. R. 8352) for the relief of Levi A. Cronkhite; 

An act (H. R. 7169) to grant a pension to James Robinson; 

An act (H. R. 5041) granting a pension to Sally A. Stone; 

An act (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick; 

An act (H. R. 3948) granting a pension to James F. Salyers; 

An act (H. R. 5950) granting a pension to Catherine Reisinger; 

An act (H. R. 8374) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Gillham; 

An act (H. R. 7749) granting a pension to Aretus N. Butler; 

An act (H. R. 6425) granting a pension to Jonathan 8. Lents; 

An act (H. R. 5038) for the relief of Stephen Sauer; 

An act (H. R. 887) granting a pension to Thomas 8. Duvall; 

An act (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to William P. Shelton; 

An act (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John McGowan; 

An act (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to Sallie B. Bent; 

An act (H. R. 6824) granting a pension to James Savercool ; 

An act (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Virginia Taylor Randall; 

An act (H. R. 7721) gtanting a pension to Ellen J. Welch; 

An act (H. R. 7728) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Collins; 

An act (H. R. 8046) granting a pension to Erastus W. Kennedy; 

An act (H. R. 8333) granting a pension to Lucinda Sawyer; 

An act (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh; 

An act (H. R. 8635) granting a pension to Irene Googins; 

An act (H. R. 8963) granting a pension to Michael Fitzpatrick; 

An act (H. R. 9457) granting a pension to Martin V. Curry; 

An act (H. R. 260) for the relief of Margaret 8. Fair; 

An act (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Halloway; 

An act (H. R. 1617) for the relief of George H. Laurence; 

An act (H. R. 1681) for the relief of William Hicks; 

An act (H. R. 7517) for the relief of Warren L. Rice; 

An act (H. R. 8057) for the relief of Theodore Dunmire; 

An act (H. R. 8334) for the relief of Jacob Nix; 

An act (H. R. 3118) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Buck; 

An act (If. R. 9052) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John 
F. Morris; 

An act (H. R. 7736) to increase the pension of George W. Parks; 

An act (H. R. 8663) to increase the pension of Jonas Schoonover; 

An act (H. R. 8979) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Samuel 
Bulman; and 

An act (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment. 


RAILWAY MAIL COMPENSATION. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish tosay a word or two in conclud- 
ing this debate. In view of the circumstances under which this bill 
came up this morning, I did not take time to bring out clearly the points 
which I am now going to present. The gentleman from South Carolina 
says that this is a question of economy, and that its object is to enable 
the Government to hire cheaper cars, and then in another part of his 
speech he says that it will cost very little more—about $40,000 a year 
more. Now, on the first proposition let us see what the law is in ref- 
erence to the compensation of railroads for carrying the mails. Section 
4002 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

Src. 4002. The Postmaster-General is authorized and directed to readjust the 
compensation hereafter to be paid for the transportation of mails on railroad 
routes upon the conditions and at the rates hereinafter mentioned : 

First, That the mails shall be conveyed with due frequency and speed ; and 
that sufficient and suitable room, fixtures, and furniture, in a car or apartment 
properly lighted and warmed, shall be provided for route agents to accompany 
and aistribute the mails. 

Second. That the pay per mile per annum shall not exceed the following 
rates, namely: On routes carrying their whole length an average weight of 
mails per day of 200 pounds, 0; 500 pounds, $75; 1,000 pounds, $100; 1,500 
pounds, $125; 2,000 pounds, $150; 3,500 pounds, $175; 5,000 pounds, $200, and $25 
additional for every additional 2,000 pounds, the average weight to be ascer- 
tained, in every case, by the actual weighing of the mails for such a number of 
successive working days, not less than thirty, at such times, after June 30, 1873, 
and not less frequently than once in every four years,and the result to be stated 
and verified in such form and manner as the Postmaster-General may 


For this they are to be paid so much per mile per annum according 
to specified rates, regulated by the number of pounds carried, &c. 

Now, this does not relate at all to the postal-car service. ‘If there 
were no legislation in relation to postal cars, the Government, under 
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this statute, would have the right to require every railroad company 
this country to furnish in one of its cars a suitable and sufficie te 


Nt roo 
red, for the 


When this law was enacted there was also another prov 
pensation adopted. It is to be found in section 4004: 

Additional pay may be allowed for every line comprising a daily ; 
way of railway post-o cars, at a rate not exceeding $25 per mi! 
for cars 40 feet in length; and $30 per mile per annum for 45-foot , ars 
per mile per annum for 50-foot cars; and $50 per mile per annum ;{ 
foot cars, 

These are the modes of compensation provided: One a genera! propos 
tion prescribing accommodations, ratesof payment, &c., the other an a0. 
ditionai provision for 40, 50, and 60 foot cars. — 

The House, when this matter was pending, put on an amendmen: i» 
relation to postal cars, providing that thereshould be allowed additions! 
pay for cars less than 40 feet in length, but the Senate refused to oon 
to it, and that proposition went out of the bill after a struggle ~ 
the two Houses. 

It seems to me that this statement must make it clear to the ming 
of any gentleman that it was contemplated no contract should be yo, 
for a car less than 40 feet in length. I have yet to find any gent), man 
on this floor who has had anything to say on this subject ex; ept ie 
friend from South Carolina [Mr. DrpBLe]}, who has gainsaid the eo:. 
rectness of this position. I have heard it affirmed by leading gentle. 
men on either side of the House and have not known it to be gies. 
tioned. 

The gentleman says that the Post-Office Department has wnifors)}, 
prior to this administration, held to a different opinion. Now. jy jys. 
tice to former administrations, I wish to say that the present officials of 
the Post-Office Department inform the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads that they have searched to see whether anywhere on tly 
records there appears to have been any consideration of this question 
any head of a Department, and, so far as can be discovered, no Pos: 
master-General has ever made or approved any order in relation t 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
tion? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I merely wish toask the gentleman whether this y 
not the practice of the Department up to within a year ’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will answer my friend with a great dea! of pleasur 
For twelve years there were under this construction smal! allowances 
scarcely sufficient to attract attention, in a few localities: for instance 
one year there was allowed $113,000, in another year $0 1,000, another 
year $176,000, another $84,000, another $114,000, another $25,.0W, 
another $84,000, another $43,000. But there was no general allowance 
throughout the country. Possibly there may have been an allowance 
to one line in South Carolina, to one in Georgia, to one or two lines in 
Maine and Massachusetts. But the applications were of so smalla 
character that it does not appear the matter ever came before any Post- 
mnaster-General as a serious question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There was an allowance in Pennsy!vania. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Possibly there may have been. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes; and in the West, too. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Bat the amount was very small. Now, if the con- 
struction which my friend seeks to put upon this law be correct, | 
should like to know why it would not entirely abrogate the first pro- 
vision in regard to railway pay for mail carriage, and give to every mil 
road company in this country, however inferior the lines, just as moch 
compensation as to those roads furnishing postal cars. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman will permit me to ask him whether 
there is anything in this amendment taking it out of the discretion 
the Postmaster-General to admit this in a few cases and compelling 
him to apply it to every case? ‘te 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will say to my friend that this matter 1s alreacy 
outside of the discretion of the Postmaster-General, and | wish to “* 
it remain so. I desire that the regulation of the expenditures 0! 0s 
Government shall, so far as possible, be fixed by law. When this can 
not be done, it is time enough then to leave matters to the (discretion 
of executive officers. ee 

Mr. Chairman, the Postmaster-General declares that. in bis opin!" 
if the measure now proposed be enacted, the effect of it will be to be 
lify so far as the apartment service is concerned the existing |aw, 
involve the Government in the unnecessary expenditure of muiio®” 
dollars by extending these allowances to every railroad line ) ©" 
country. This provision has always heretofore been rejected )y 2" 
lative construction; and I trust that this House will not, on the ™ 
of my friend from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], who does not belong ©" 
Post-Office Committee, inaugurate a scheme of this sort. { tu!" 
measure will be voted down. ae 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that ~ ee 
amendment is concerned I see nothing objectionable 121" but aan 
was some understanding between the committee and my~'!! ae 
would not leave me at liberty to favor it; and at this late = r~ he 
session, when there is perhaps no opportunity for this bill to Beal - 
Senate and then to the President in time for his signature. 
forced to oppose the amendment. 
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] move the previous question on the amendment and ordering the 
pill to be read the third time. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof | 
amendment of Mr. DIBBLE was rejected. | 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. f 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I demand the regular order. 
I call up the fortifications appropriation bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
ill. 
ai The Clerk read as follows: 


+1) (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
Rin ter the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 


and for other purposes. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move non-concurrence in the Senate amendments 
and that the House agree to the conference asked for. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to move to concur for the purpose 
of yielding to the gentleman from California [Mr. McKENNA| to offer 
an amendment simply. There was pending, as the Chair will remem- 
ber, a motion to concur in the second amendment of the Senate, and 
my friend desires to offer an amendment, after which the motion to non- 
concur can be submitted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the return to the House of Representatives of the bill (S. 2056) 
to amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and 
sailors who have lostan arm or leg in the service, asked for by the 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is returned from the Senate 
at the request of the House for the purpose of correcting an error in 
the engrossed copy of the bill. 

If there be no objection the bill will be correctly engrossed by in- 
serting the amendments of the House, which were to strike out the 
words ‘‘or permanently ’’ where they occur in the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield to the gentleman from California to 
offer the amendment, as I have stated. 

Mr. McKENNA. I submit the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk re24 as follows: 

After the word “expended ” insert : 

“That the Secretary of War and Secretary of the Navy are hereby authorized 
toerecta gun factory in accordance with the report of the gun-foundry board 
of December 20, 1884, for the fabrication of the heaviest guns adapted to modern 
warfare, the manufacture of gun-carriages and ordnance equipment for the 
Army and Navy, in the State of California, at Mare Island navy-yard or at Be- 
hicta _a8 said Secretaries may deem most suitable or expedient, at a cost 
not to exceed $1,000,000, and said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated for said purpose.” 

Mr. FORNEY. I that will be voted down. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I it will not be voted down. 

Mr. FORNEY. I demand the previous question upon the motion 
and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
amendment was rejected. 

The motion to non-coneur in the Senate amendments and agree to 
the conference asked for was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Forney, Mr. 
RANDALL, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH as managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

ORDNANCE STORES, COLORADO. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 5215) entitled ‘‘A bill to relieve 
the State of Colorado from charges on account of ordnance stores fur- 
nished said Sta the House at an evening session fixed for the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, although this bill was 
hot on that Calendar. Some correction of the action of the House in 
that direction should be made. 
— if deemed , or be otherwise disposed of. 

Pony SPRINGER. House passed the bil) under a misapprehen- 
that night. There is no objection to it, and it might as well be 


and 
The SPE S ioe ~~ 
nate EAKER. If ther be no objection, the bill will be ordered to 





Either the bill should be passed by the 












x time, and . 
Thy AULBEE. What is the bill ? 
SPEAKER. To relieve the State of Colorado from certain 
Te on stores furnished. 
_ we bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read the 


third time, Was passed, 
Mr ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
- FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles: when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3908) for the relief of John Ellis 

A bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of Enols Loyd: and 

Joint resolution (H 209) permitting the public building au- 
thorized by act of Congress, approved June 30, 1886, at Savannah, Ga., 
to be located not less than 40 feet from any other building, instead of 
50 feet as provided in said act. 


Res. 


LAND-GRANT FORFEITURES. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois desires to sub 
tables in reference to land-grant forfeitures. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, at the request of many membersof the 
House I have made a compilation of the action of Congress in the mat- 
ter of land-grant forfeitures in Congress, in this and preceding sessions. 
And it has been suggested to me toask leave to print itin the Recorn, 
so it may be readily accessible to those who desire the information 

Its preparation, I may say, has involved considerable labor, which I 
have been glad to give to oblige members, and I feel assured it will be 
of interest to all. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the tables printed in the R1 


1t some 





pal , ORD, 

There was no objection. 

The tables are as follows: 

Congressional action on land-grant forfeiture t 
Name of railroad. Congress. Acres. Senate. H 

Oregon Central................ Forty-eighth..... 810,880 Passed Passed—law. 
Texas Pacific........... x i aieaiameaii ..| 18,500,000 Passed Passed aw 
Iron Mountain of Mis- = ee 300,000 | Passed Passed—law 

souri. 
Atiantic and Pacific .........; Forty-ninth .. 23,871,360 | Passed Passed--law, 
Tuscaloosa and Mobile.....| ) 
Mobile and New Orleans... | 
Elyton and Beard’s Bluff. 
Memphis and Charleston... | 
Savannah and Albany...... = *7,000,000 Passed Passed. 
New Orleans and State | | 

Line. 1} 
Tron Mountain of Arkan- | | 

sas. j 
Galf and Ship TIsland..............do 652, 800 |......006 Passed. 
Northern Pacific.......... 36, 907,741 |..... Passed. 
New Orleans Pacific........ |...... do 870, 400 |......008 Passed 
Ontonagon and Brulé |...... tannins 288, 000 On Calendar. 

River. 
Houghton, Marquette Fe 138, 641 On Calendar. 

and Ontonagon. 
Sioux City and Saint Paul.’ ......do................. 85, 457 |... 0000s On Calendar. 
Wisconsin Central... .........| ......€O. cccccccosee 406, 880 |... On Calendar. 
California and Oregon..... SD. cccncerecncsins 1, 740, 800 |.. On Calendar, 
Oregon and California......) .....000.......c.cse000+ Bh BERD f ncaveiveses On Calendar. 
Southern Pacific of Cali- ccincconti 7, 000, 000 On Calendar. 

fornia, 
Selina, Rome and Dalton..!......d0........002... 89, 952 |......... On Calendar. 
Mobile and Girard............)..... ire cneneusenns 536, 064 On Calendar. 
Railroads in Florida......... inmcencesns 1, 271,040 .. On Calendar. 

A bout. 
Acres 

Forfeiture bills which have become Jaws ...............:cs.ceeeesees sesccccses OO, 482, 240 
Forfeiture bills which have passed the House of Representatives but 

not the Senate............... mt satinenereabornectapeisempenienndapesendneqreevencuitnes 38,4 l 
Forfeiture bills on House Calendar favorably reported................. 13, 067,214 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


Mr. MORRISON. Icall up the consideration of the conference re- 
port on the joint resolution (H. Res. 126). 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing pay- 
ment of the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt, baving met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagr« 
amendment of the Senate numbered l,and agree to the 
ment as follows: In line 8 of said amendment strike out the word 
and insert in lieu thereof the wor scretary of the Treasury ;' 
out the words “direct the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend” ar 
lieu thereof the word “ postpone;”’ in line 12 strike out the word “ 
and insert the word “ post; in lieu thereof; and the Senate agree to 
the same 

Amendment numbered 2: Tha 
bered 2, 


ementto the 


same with an amend- 
* President”’ 
strike 








t the Senate recede from its amendme num- 
W. R. MORRISON, 

WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDG! 
FRANK HISCOCK 


Managers on the part of the Hor 
W. B. ALLISON 
N. W. ALDRICH, 
B. BECK, 
M igers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the statement of the 
House conferees accompanying the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Hovse oF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., August 3, 1886. 
The undersigned, managers on the part of the Houwse,make the following 
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statement in respect to the conference report on H, Res. 126 directing payment 
of the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt: 

The Senate added two amendments to the resolution. The House conferees 
have recommended that the House recede from its disagreement to the first 
amendment and agree to it in the following amended form: 

* Provided, That vo call shall be made under the provisions of this resolution 
until a sum equal to the call is in the Treasury over and above the reserve 
herein mentioned: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his discretion, may have in the Treasury, over and above the foregoing sums, a 
working balance not exceeding $20,000,000; and whenever,in the case of any 
extraordinary emergency not now existing,and when, because thereof,in the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, the public interests shall require it, he 
may, by written order. postpone the further call for the payment of such indebted- 
ness for such period of time as shall be necessary to maintain the public credit un- 
impaired, and that such postponement and the reasons therefor shall be reported 
to Congress within ten days after its next meeting, or immediately if Congress 
shall be in session.” 


The Senate conferees have agreed to recommend that the Senate recede from 
ite amendment numbered 2, which p ovided for the redemption of the trade- 
or. W. R. MORRISON. 

WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE. 
FRANK HISCOCK. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to know if it would be in order to ask asep- 
erate vote on the Senate amendment relating to the trade-dollar, my 
object being, if in order, to move to concur in that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That would not be in order. The conference re- 
port is one single proposition which must be agreed to or rejected by a 
vote of the House. If the conference report is not agreed to then it 
would be in order to move to concur on any particular amendment. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I reserve all points of order on the report. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FINDLAY. What was the reason for disagreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate providing for the redemption of the trade-dollars? 

Mr. MORRISON. It was because the subject of the trade-dollar does 
not belong to the subject of this resolution. There are other reasons, 
which, if the gentleman will wait a few moments, I will try to explain 
to him when I reach the trade-dollar in the remarks I am about to 
submit. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I make the point of order that this report 
should have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair decided yesterday, as has been frequently 
decided betore, that.a report of a conference committee can not go to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. It can not 
be amended. There are no separate clauses or sections in it to be dis 
cussed under the five-minute rale. It is a privileged report in the 
House itself, not in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. FINDLAY. But we can vote the report down. 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes; if you have votes enough. 

Mr.FINDLAY. That is yet to be determined. 

Mr. WEAVER, of lowa. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Is it decided to give any time for debate? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes; certainly. I am ready to hear what the 
gentleman has to say if the House is willing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MorRIsoNn] has 
the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. MORRISON. ‘The joint resolution called the surplus resolution 
passed by the House was reported from the Committee on Waysand Means 
in lieu of six several resolutions introduced by as many members on the 
same subject, all proposing larger payments from the Treasury than the 
resolution reported. As it passed the House the resolution was in my 
opinion a wise and conservative measure, allin the publicinterest. The 
resolution or measure as amended by the Senate, and again amended 
and agreed upon by the committee of conference, is, it seems to me, not 
so good a measure. Yetin the condition of the Treasury and the bonded 
debt it will do or cause to be done all that would have been done under 
the resolution as it left the House. It will cause the surplus in and 
coming into the Treasury to be applied in monthly $10,000,000 pay- 
ments to that part of the debt which is payable, and it will pay all we 
are now permitted to call and pay before we get down to any of the 
limitation added since the resolution passed the House. It is still a 
practical measure of relief applicable to the present overcrammed con- 
dition of the Treasury. It would be more objectionable as a measure 
of permanent policy, but it is the present situation for which this is a 
present remedy. 

The Senate added to the House resolution two amendments, one re- 
lating to the Treasury surplus, the other to an entirely different and 
irrelevant subject—the trade-dollar. The first amendment assumes to 
make more specific what was already plain in the House resolution, by 
which no call was required to be made until the amount in the Treas- 
ury, including the reserve for the redemption of United States notes, 
should equal one hundred and ten millions. The resolution as it left 
the House provided that only the excess over one hundred millions 
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should be paid out and that no call should be made less 
ions. Hence it was impossible to make acall under this reso] yt joy, ,., 

less there was one hundred and ten millions in the Treasury. |,,... ne 
to call ten millions with less than one hundred and ten millions a 
Treasury would go below the amount of excess which was a!! that “ 
and is directed to be paid out. As to the reserveor redemption fa, n 
estimated and treated in practice by the Treasury Department as o,,’ 
hundred millions, that is left now as before with ‘the ‘Treasury . 
its discretion. This reserve or redemption fund was under former 9. 
ministrations often reduced below one hundred millions. It has ne... 
been below that sum under the present administration, it may he },.. 
the measure under consideration does not require that it shal/ je: ¢).. 
is left as we found it. vice 

The change or amendment next made or proposed by the Senat, 
order of arrangement is that by which the Secretary of the Tre: cs 
may or not, in his discretion, keep in the Treasury $20,000,000) as » 
working balance for the current or every-day use of the | lepartment . 
the payment ot its current obligations and to make no part of the $100. 
000,000 already exempt from the provisions of the resolution, Wh, 
this subject was before considered I explained or tried to explain why 
no such working balance was necessary. The Treasury accounts ay, > 
kept and statements so made that accruing interest and other such o). 
ligations find their way into the liabilitiesin advance of payment so as po 
to lessen the monthly surplus statement; there is a large working }ya)- 
ance in the control or to the credit of the disbursing ofiicers which. as 
the last Treasury report shows, has rarely been less than $20,000. 09 
and has often exceeded $40,000,000, and which the Treasurer says is jn ex. 
cess of current requirements; and then again the daily or current rec ipts 
largely exceed the daily or current expenditures, and beside these sources 
of supply none otheris required. Yetthis ‘working balance” proyis. 
ion can have no practical effect in the present condition of the Treas. 
ury, and with but $132,000,000 of the debt uncalled which is subject 
to call and payable whenever we are ready to pay it, no more will be 
due or payable until 1891, and this proviso might as well be in as out 
of the resolution, for it will not affect its execution. 

The 3 per cent. bonds, amounting to $132,000,000, are all that are 
now payable; they would substantially all be called in or taken up by 
thirteen calls in thirteen months. In that time $50,000,000 of thow 
bonds will be required for the sinking fund and will be called in and 
paid for as part of the ordinary expenditure which last year was 
$290,000,000, but this year with increased pensions and some increased 
expenditure for a new navy may amount to $305,000, 000, the amount 
of expenditure the year before last. 

The current income or receipts from taxes, none of which we have 
reduced, are on the increase, and in thirteen months by any fair esti- 
mate the receipts of the Government over the ordinary expenditures, 
including the sinking fund, will not be less while it may be much 
more than $32,000,000. And at the end of the thirteen months whea 
by ten million monthly calls all this debt which is payable will have 
been called in and $82,000,000 of it paid without paying anything 
from the surplus now in the Treasury, then but $50,000,000 of the 
surplus now there will be taken out of the Treasury in these thirteen 
months to pay off all the debt we can pay. The last statement shows 
that the Treasury surplus has now grown to $80,000,000, which would 
leave a balance of $30,000,000 when the debt is paid. Hence I have 
said that whether this discretionary twenty-million working balance 
shall be conceded is not now a practical question, because the payable 
debt will be fully paid before the available balance in the Treasury, 
including the reserve, is reduced to $120,000,000. 

In the next amendment of the Senate the Secretary of the Treaswy 
is by the conference agreement substituted for the President to exe! 
cise the discretion which is to be exercised when justified by sullicient 
emergency. This substitution is made, because the Treasury's We 
one Department which, under the law of its organization, is required 
to doin regard to the finances what the Congress directs it to "0 
When the other Departments were organized it was provided thal 
their heads should do and perform such duties as were imposed (" 
and intrusted to them by the President. The Treasury Departmen 
is the one Department that does not report to the President, but © 
Congress. Our fathers so provided, because they did not intend to put 
the purse and the sword in the same two hands. They probably s" 
what we sometimes think we see now, that the purse and not the pen 
mightier than the sword, and intended to keep it within the control « 
the people through their representatives. As to the discretion I's" 
if I had entire control of the question I would not, as the House") 
well knows, give the largest discretion to the Treasury, and not bec 
of any went of confidence in the ability or integrity of its able Se a 
tary or any of its officers, but because I believe it is the chic! bas - 
of the Department to keep the accounts of the Government, collet! 
revenues, and pay its debts in pursuance of law. eae 

But I am not, nor is the House, permitted to control or fix oor 
its of this discretion, and the conference of the House and Senate “ 
to leave with the Secretary the discretionary power to all 
monthly calls in case of extraordinary emergencies. It must Do "™ 
be extraordinary, but it must be something not now ex!stine to find 

I readily admit that I do not know, and have not been able “ 


than ten mil]. 
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ybody who could telt me, just what would amount to an emergency 


we 5 equal to borrowing or funding $300,000,000 of 4} per cent. fifteen-year 


that would justify the exercise of the discretion. _Itmust be something | bonds, but all-suflicie 
that does not now exist, and presumably something that has not here- | same rate of interest, and a bill was passed at the otherendof the Capitol 
tofure existed since it can not be foretold or described. It can not | to increase the amount of 4 per cent. bonds to $500,000,000 and extend 
come from unforeseen expenditure, such as might result from thecalam- | the time of payment to thirty years. Could that bill have passed the 
ity of war, because if we had a Cutting ora cut-throat war with Mexico, | unskilled ordeal of the Ways and Means Committee the $250,000,000 
ora fish-bait war with Canada or with England, and paid out this money | W hich we may pay in 1891 would be payable in 1906, and on a like 
as the cost of war, it would not then be ‘surplus in the Treasury.’’ | sum now at the rate of 4 we would be paying 44 per cent., which would 
Still, since we can not have prescience orall wisdom in advance, the Sen- | have added $100,000,000 to the interest we must pay 
ate assumed there may be a contingency in which it would be necessary All this was done in the name of the public eredit and u 
to postpone & call, and that provision added by the Senate is retained. | vice of those claiming superior knowledge of finance 

But is it reasonably probable that the Treasury Department, having When, later on, the 5 per cent. bonds were to be soon payable and 
been advised by a vote of three-fourths of the representatives of the | yet higher interest bonds were unfunded and unpaid, we t ied here by 
people that this money must be applied to the debt, and having been | a bill of your own, Mr. Speaker, to fund at 34 p . 
likewise advised by a Republican Senate, in whose caucus measures 
the Democraticadministration and the publiccredit had to find security 


for 500,000,000 of thirty-year bonds at the 


nder the ad- 





reent. Those claim- 
ing to be wiser than we objected in the name of public faith and public 
ce credit, neither of which, it was urged, could be sustained by a funding 
from the unwisdom of a Democratic House, if we may credit those who | scheme at less than 4 percent... Again, in the closing hours of the Hayes 
assume to speak by authority without authority, as I suppose—is it | administration, when the rate of interest had fallen, the now Speaker re- 
possible after such expression by the Democratic House and the Re- | newed his effort for a lower rate of interest, and this time at 3 percent. 
publican Senate that the Treasury Department will disregard the pur- | The masters of finance insisted then on 3}, and said of that measure, as 
pose of Congress 80 expressed—this, too, when advised in advance they do of this, that it would unsettle values, destroy confidence, and 
that any postponement will only be excused by some extraordinary menace the country’s prosperity; that it was a blow aimed at the admin- 
national emergency which docs not now exist and presumably has not | istration and the national banks, and the President would not sign it. 
heretofore existed ? ; ‘ The bill at 3 per cent. interest rate was passed, and the President, as 
Then it is further provided that if any such postponement should be | previously predicted, returned it with his objections that it would inju- 
made the causes thereof shall be reported to Congress at once, or as | riously affect the national banks, one of the alleged bulwarks of our 
soon thereafter as Congress may be in session. Can it be, Mr. Speaker, national credit. And before another Congress assembled to renew the 
that under such circumstances any such qualified discretion would be | contest the then Secretary of the Treasury wasshamed into funding the 
abused? I think not. | debt without authority of law at the same 3 per cent. rate as provided 
With the consent of the House I desire to make some response to the | by the vetoed bill. 1t is true that in all this funding policy the dis- 
alleged purpose to break the national faith and discredit its obligations | tinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], learned and trained in 
which lurks in this effort to keep its obligations by paying its debts. | all that affects the national purse, was in accord with those who assume 
Every effort to relieve the people of any burden is attempted to be met in | to have gathered all financial wisdom. But, sir, I still insist that it is 
the assumption of superior financial skill and higher financial integrity. | not prudent to take counsel on this subject from those, whatever their 
Our Chicago declaration, ‘‘ We believe in honest money, the gold and | experience and wisdom may be, whose interests are not identical! and in 
silver coinage of the Constitution,’’ was I thought a declaration for | accord with the interests of the great mass of their fellow-men. 
‘honest money,’’ and if it meant any other coin than such as is piled It has been urged that the adoption of this measure as first reported 
in the Treasury the fact was deceitfully hidden and kept from the peo- | was to declare a want of confidence in the Treasury management of 
ple, but not by me. But I have no expectation that this measure will | this administration. There is neither an attempt at censure nor fault 
affect the question of coin or coinage, and nodesirethatitshould. And | finding in providing that the money should go out as it goes into the 
when we have paid, and saved the annual interest charge on, the $132,- | Treasury, in pursuance of law. The surplus and idle money in the 
000,000 of bonds payable, I doubt not it will still be true that ‘‘ we | Treasury has not before been solarge, and interest-bearing debts wait 
believe in honest money, the gold and silver coinage of the Constitu- | to be paid to which that idle money may, and, in the opinion of the 
tion.” House, should be applied. To say that we may not so legislate as to 
Coupled with our belief in honest money we said at Chicago we be- | make such application without reflection on any one is to forget the 
lieved in “an existing surplus of more than $100,000,000,’’ and then | duties imposed on this and other branches or Departments of the Gov- 





the Treasury surplus was less than now. ernment. 
It is or has been said that the surplus referred to was surplus taxes, | The President has vetoed in terms of innocent levity a hundred of our 
not surplus in the Treasury. smaller bills; many of them passed the House and Senate without a dis- 
The declaration reads: senting vote; and when he signed a larger one he was gracious enough 


That change is necessary is proved by an existing surplus of more than $100,- | to send us a message of apology or explanation with the rea:ons why 
000,000 which has been yearly collected from a suffering people. he did not veto that. [Laughter and applause.] Have any of us ever 

And refers toan existing surplus which had then beencollected. Sup- | felt that the President was thereby expressing any want of confidence 
pose it beadmitted that it was intended to declare taxes excessive, not | in Congress? We have felt, every one of us, at least I have, that he 
surplus, will it be insisted that this $100,000,000, whatever it may be, is | was discharging faithfully, as an honest executive, his duty under the 
to be locked up and remain idle in our hands, lest if we pay it to those | lawand his oath as he understands it—that much he must accord to us. 
we owe it may lie idle and be unprofitable to them? The next and last subject of the report as agreed upon relates to the 

It is claimed that Congress should leave with the head of the Treas- | trade-dollar, which was notin the resolution when it passed the House. 
ury uncontrolled discretion in the matterof keeping money in and pay- | The Senate added that in its last or second amendment and provided 
ing itout of the Treasury, because it is alleged that only those learned | for the receipt and redemption of trade-dollars at par with other dol- 





and experienced in finance are competent to deal with the subject, and | lars. We have insisted upon its going out; the Senate has agreed, and 
that only the masters of finance, and men accustomed to deal with great | this amendment of the Senate is left out. To me one of the unex- 
sums of money, have any such learning or experience. plained things in connection with thisquestion is how this amendment 


I readily concede there may be many wiser than most of us here, and | found its way into the resolation with the consent of those who have 
especially wiser than I, in the Treasury intricacies and mysteries which | opposed this measure upon the assumption that it would in connection 
are claimed to be the foundation on which our national credit rests. | with silver coinage lead us to the use of silver as the basis or standard 
Yet I trust I may be pardoned if I advise that we do not take counsel | of money. Yet those who professedly most dread the effect of the use 
from those skilled in the art of giving advice to others to benefit them- | of silver as ‘‘ honest money ’’ would in the next six months add not 
selves, and whose collected wisdom, summed up in a leading New | iess than ten millions, and may be as muchas thirty millions, to the sil- 
York journal, assumes to discover in this measure as first reported ‘‘a | ver coinage by taking in and recoining the trade-dollar, which neither 
blow aimed at the administration and at the national banks, both of | has nor should have any place in this measure relating solely to the 
them bulwarks of our national credit.”’ surplus revenues, 

_1n the earlier history of our large funding operations there was a ques- Ten millions of trade-dollars can be bought for $2,400,000 less, and 
tion between the alleged learned and those unlearned in financial tan- | thirty millions, if there areso many to be had, can be bought for $7,200, - 
eles as to the right to pay the bonds first issued in other money than | (00 less than would be paid for them under the Senate amendment. 
coin. The question was settled ina new funding schemein 1870. The | Norisittrue thatthe Government issued the trade-dollars, and is bound, 
bal of our national credit got coin bonds, and the unskilled in | therefore, in good faith and good morals toredeem them. Trade-dollars 
who pay them got a lower rate of interest. The scheme was | amounting to the number of about thirty-six million have been, at 
000,000 at Sper cent. payableafter ten years, $300,000, 000at 4} per | the request and for the use of the owners of silver, coined by the Govern- 

B “ut. after fifteen years, and $1,000,000,000 at 4 per cent. alter thirty | ment free of cost. In some unexplainable way, in 1873, the year of 
years. Inashortsix months the guardians of the public credit assumed | silver mysteries, the trade-dollar was made a legal tender for $5. This 
a it so weak that $200,000,000 could not but $500,000,000 could | legal-tender quality was repealed in 1876, when about 15,500,000 of 
borrowed or fanded at 5 per cent., and it wasdone. Next the 4} | trade-dollars had been coined, and since then their coinage has been in- 


Petcents were to be funded, and those who then and now lay claim to | creased to $36,000,000. Whatever may be said of the policy of calling 
‘perior knowledge of all that concerns money declared our credit un- | in the trade-dollar, the subject has no place inthis resolution. If they 
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are to be redeemed it ought to be at their real and not par value, unless 
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Mr. LANHAM. That is the undoubted meaning of it. And | 


we are under a legal or moral obligation to so redeem them, and it | a proper construction would sustain that view. 


would seem the circumstances of their issue impose upon us no such 
obligation 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. In reference to the trade-dollar the report of the 
Director of the Mint shows that there is, according to his estimate, not 
exceeding $7,000,000 which would be returned for recoinage or redemp- 
tion under that provision. 

Mr. MORRISON. Why? 

Mr. LANHAM. That is the opinion of the Director of the Mint, 
because there is no more than that which would be affected by the 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRISON. Why not, if the holders can get 25 or 15 cents 
more for the trade-dollar than it is worth ? 

Mr. HEWITT. Twenty-six cents. 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes; about 26cents. Why willnotthey bringitin 
and exchange it? Part would be receivable for taxes and all redeem- 
able in or exchangable for standard silver dollars. 

Mr. LANHAM. Because a great deal of it has been exported and 
has gone into foreign markets and been melted or recoined and other- 
wise used, so that it is estimated that only about seven millions remain 
in this country for redemption, and that very little, if any, would be 
imported within the period of six months. 

Mr. MORRISON. The money dealers and changers, with the help 
of the wise in finance, would not fail to get the other twenty-nine mill- 
ions back from China, or wherever else it may be, in less than six 
months. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Gentlemen have, I think, overlooked the inducement offered and 
opportunity given for seeking those discredited trade-dollars. A 

Mr. FINDLAY. If the gentleman from [linois will permit me to 
suggest to him: The trade-dollars in China are ho longer in the form 
of coined dollars, but they have been recoined into the Chinesesycees, 
I believe they call them; and it would not consequently come back in 
the shape of the trade-dollar. 

Mr. LANHAM. And the amendment provides that it shall not be 
received. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from Texas is mistaken and the 
gentleman from Maryland as well, as I think I can show them. 

The first division of amendment numbered 2 provides that the trade- 
dollar shall be received during the period of six months for internal- 
revenue and custom-house taxes; that is to say, they are received as 
dollars for taxes if they are not defaced, mutilated, or stamped. 

Mr. FINDLAY. You give standard dollars in exchange for them. 

Mr. MORRISON. Not by this first provision. 

Mr. FINDLAY: There is a provision in the Senate amendment to 
that effect. 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes; first they are receivable for taxes, when not 
defaced, stamped, or mutilated; second they are to be redeemed and 
received in exchange for other dollars whether so stamped and marked 
or not. China could stamp its cue on the trade-dollar, to the delight of 
its people, and it would still be redeemable, to the greater delight of 
some of our people who would own the trade-dollar to be redeemed by 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. 1 suggest the entire context of the amendment 
shows that the trade-dollars spoken of in the third section are those de- 
fined by the character of trade-dollars mentioned in the second. 

Mr. MORRISON. Not atall. Let the gentleman read the provis- 
ion numbered section 2. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is as follows: 


Src. 2. That for a period of six months after the passage hereof, United States 
trade-dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, shall be received at their 
face value in payment of all dues to the United States, and shall not be again 
paid out or in any other manner issued, 


Section 3 is as follows: 


Sec, 8, That the holder of any United States trade-dollars, during the period 
aforesaid, on presentation of the same at the office of the Trexsurer or any as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States, may receive in exchange therefor a like 
amount and value, dollar for dollar, in standard silver dollars or in subsidiary 
coins (at the option of the holder) of the United States. 


Mr. MORRISON. Exactly; but there is nothing here in section 3 
about a mark or stamp. 

Mr. LANHAM, When you construe all together-—— 

Mr. MORRISON. It is not all together, or intended to be. If it 
were not in independent separate sections the provision about marks or 
stamps might apply to all. It is cleverly drawn and will no doubt be 
so understood by those who expect to profit by it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to explain that the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, after a full examina- 
tion of all the bills on the subject referred to them, drafted this bill, 
which is the Senate amendment, and it was unquestionably the design 
of the framers of the bill and of that committee that this third section 
should apply to trade-dollars not defaced, mutilated, or stamped. 

Mr. MORRISON. Then it does not, as I understand it, conform to 


the design of your committee? 


Mr. MORRISON. I have said substantially all I desire to . 


| reserve the balance of my time. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask the gentleman from Illinois; 
to me. 

Mr. MORRISON. I reserve my time. The gentleman f; 
can take the floor if he desires. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I have tried very hard to reach 
sion that would warrant me in supporting this conference re) 

I have failed, and I must oppose it. The gentleman from ])})jnoj< 
MORRISON ] says, and says correctly, that when this resolutioy ».. 
the House it was a wise and conservative measure; that as rey, 

to the House it is not so much so. It was wise and conseryatiyo y 
introduced, and I suppose that the conference report makes wy jp , 
servatism what it lacks in wisdom. To my mind, sir, the 
now positively pernicious. 

Now, what is left of the original resolution? Nothing oneart})- py 
a new accretion of power to the Treasury Department is substitute, 
In what condition does the law now leave us and leave the Treasyry 
Department? By inference the Secretary claims that the law requires 
them to keep one hundred millions of coin as a redemption fund f; 
the greenbacks; but it is conceded there is no law compelling it. |; 
is a mere departmental interpretation. 

But certainly there is no law authorizing or compelling the P 
ment to keep more than one hundred millions. Whereas if this coy. 
ference report be adopted it establishes one hundred millions as a Jaw. 
ful reserve which they are compelled and will be compelled to keep 
and they can not commence paying the public debt until there are one 
hundred and ten millions, and then, in the discretion of the Secretary 
he may keep one hundred and thirty millions before he is required to 
pay any portion of the public debt. What earthly excuse can there be 
for such alaw? What is there in the business situation to warrant it? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You mean one hundred and twenty 
miillions. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. No, sir; one hundred and thirty millions, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Twenty millions in addition to th: 
one hundred and ten millions? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Twenty millions in addition to the one 
hundred and ten millions, making it one hundred and thirty millions 
If the resolution stopped here there might be some excuse for this Sen- 
ate amendment. But it does not. If it were mandatory on the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury beyond the one hundred and thirty millions, and 
he would be compelled to pay out all in excess of that, there might be 
some apology for it. But while pretending to compe! him to pay out 
all beyond one hundred and thirty millions it clothes him with a power 
he has not now to suspend the payment of the public cebt entirel; 
whenever any emergency not now existing may arise. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. He has to furnish excuse to the 
public. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That would not trouble him in the! 
The gentleman from Illinois says “‘ when a certain emergency arises 
I say no; when an uncertain emergency arises. This resolution does 
not prescribe or indicate in any manner what the emergency s!0!! be 
but makes him the sole judge of what the emergency sha!! }e and whea 
it exists. Itisaleapin the dark. It places the whole country in tue 
hands of those whose inclinations and policies are known to be at 
riance with public séntiment. P 

There may be a spéck of war on the Mexican border that maya! 
the amount of gold coin in the country; there may be an unprececen'e 
demand for gold coin in Europe. Anything that affects the movement 
of gold may be regarded by the Secretary asasuflicient © emergency 
to warrant him in suspending the operation of this resolution. +% 
Secretary claims this discretion now. He certainly now has the pow’ 
to pay out this money. He claims now the right to exercise ls 0m 
judgment as to whether he shall pay it out or not. What good s 
complished by this resolution? Hecan pay out the surplus 10", 
his discretion. He can do no more if this resolution passes. , 

There will be no result flow from it, as I have already said, °°? 
a newaccretion of power in the hands of the Secretary of the Treat". 
Congress is called upon to abdicate and give over its discretion te 1° 
Secretary of the Treasury, to be exercised by him instead of by \ 
gress. I undertake to say that if we pass no resolution at all these 
retary of the Treasury, in obedience to the wish of this count’ © 
expressed by the House of Representatives in the passage 0! to’ °' 
inal resolution, will feel called upon to pay out at least $10), 
month upon the public debt. It would be a strange adminsin'” 
that would set at defiance such an unmistakable expression ©) PD" 
sentiment. Again, Mr. Speaker, would this House have pas’) 
resolution if it had been submitted to them originally i t)ss\!" 
Never! The only inducement to-day to confirm this conference ™"" 
is the haste incident to the closing hours of this session of Cone” 

For one, I feel called upon to do my utmost to prevent 1's pe 
The people gain nothing by it. The Treasury Department cum" 
and if this matter is to be left to the discretion of the Secretary © 
Treasury at all let it be left as it now is, and we are just as apt‘ 
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a payment of $10,000,000 a month without as with the passage of this | 
resolution. The resolution is a complete backdown on the part of the 
House. The original resolution passed by a three-fourths vote, and 
now it is proposed to cowardly surrender. 

And, sir, after that resolution passed here what took place? Wall 
street issued itsdecree. A caucus was called of gentlemen belonging 
in the other House of Congress, at the home of a former Secretary of 
the Treasury, and in that caucus the House resolution as amended by 
the Senateand substantially as finally reported by the committee of con- 
ference Was upon. Sir, that made a square issue between this 
House and the Republican Senate, a square issue that I for one am 
willing to go to the country upon; but this conference report is a com- 
plete surrender on the part of the House to the Senate and an abandon- 
mentof that issue before the country. And not only that, but let me 

say to my Democratic friends that this is a transfer of the quarrel which 
we now bave with the Senate to the administration, and your enemies 
will not be slow to take advantage of it if you are so unwise as to give 
them the opportunity. Mark my words. 

In case of any exercise of this discretion here given which in the 
opinion of the people is unwarranted, you will have the matter to meet 
and defend. They should be held responsible, and will be if you do 
not pass this resolution. But once you pass it, the load is upon the ad- 
ministration and the Senate is relieved. What in the name of com- 
mon sense are you getting in return for such a sacrifice? Nothing on 
the face of the earth. In the name of an outraged and suffering peo- 
ple I protest against this hollow mockery. The people have asked for 
bread, but you propose to dash a stone into their teeth. 

This conference report is unwarranted, unnecessary, and impolitic. 
I protest against it. : 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word upon this res- 
olution, and propose to confine what I have to say to the provision in 
the Senate amendment for the redemption of the trade-dollar. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I havereserved my time, Mr. Speaker, and 
I desire to apportion it among gentlemen who have asked me to give 
them time. I will yield ten minutesto the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hewitr] and ten minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND]. : 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman give me ten minutes ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 1 have given all my time away. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa reserved the 
remainder of his time without yielding to any one, and the Chair rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY]. The gentle- 
man from Maryland will proceed. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I was about saying at the moment 
when I was interrupted that I had voted against the surplus resolution 
as it appeared in the House originally, and, with the single exception 
of the distinguished gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DisBLe}, I 
believe that I was the only Representative from a Southern State— 
counting Maryland as a Southern State, although in my geography, 
which I learned as a boy, it was classed as a Middle State—I was, I say, 
with a single exception, the only Representative from a Southern State 
who cast a vote of that kind. I took the trouble to explain somewhat 
at length in the RECORD my reasons for that vote, and I do not pro- 
pose to go over them now. I am in favor of the resolution and would 
most cheerfully vote for it if it could be voted upon as it originally 
came from the Senate before the changes were made by the committee 
of conference. In other words, if the resolution contained the pro- 
vision for the redemption of the trade-dollar, as it left the Senate, I 
would vote for it, 

Now, the objection made by the distinguished gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. MORRISON] to the provision for the redemption of the trade- 
dollar rested, as I understood, upon this consideration: That while the 
privilege of nee iene im trade-dollars was accompanied with the 
limitation or m ion that no trade-dollar which was stamped, de- 
faced, or mutilated should be received in payment of taxes, yet in the 
clause of the Senate amendment providing that any holder of trade- 
dollars might pay them into the Treasury within six months after the 
passage of the resolution and receive in exchange therefor standard 
silver dollars the limitation or modification with regard to stamped, 
defaced, or mutilated trade-dollars was omitted. So that the conten- 
tion, as I understand it, is that if the resolution as originally shaped 
uy the Senate should be passed by this House any holder of a trade- 

llar, however defaced, mutilated, or stamped, could take it to any 

ury or itory of the United States and demand for it a 
famed silver in exchange. If that be the true construction to 
put upon the resolution, then it is apparant that a very simple amend- 
ons would correct the evil. We would merely have to insert in the 
— proviso, after the words “‘trade-dollars,’’ the words ‘‘ provided 
hold the same are not defaced, mutilated, or stamped.’’ Then the 
er of a trade-dollar, who wishes to exchange it for a standard silver 
dollar, would be placed in exactly the same condition as the man who 





nM oo taxes with atrade-dollar, + — 
ann FINDLAY. "t that the effect of the proposition at any rate * 


contention of gentlemen on the other side be correct, then a very 





small amendment will obviate the difficulty. But I deny that the con- 


| tention is well founded. It is not necessary upon a question of this kind 


tostate principles in regard to the construction of statutes. Surely ordi- 
nary common sense, without going into any iechnical rules, is sufficient 
to determine the plain meaning of a resolution of this kind upon its 








face. What is the first proviso ? 

That for a period of six months after the passage hereof United States trade- 
dollars, not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, shall | eived at their face value 
in payment of all dues to the United States, and azain paid out or 
in any other manner issued 

7 
Then comes this proviso 
That the holder of any United States trade-dollar, during the period aforesaid 
et - : . ’ = ® 
on presentation of the same at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treas- 
urer of the United States, may receive in exchange there s like amount in 
value, dollar for dollar, in standard silver dollars or in subsidiary coins, at the 


option of the holder. 


Taking these two provisions together, what is their plain meaning 
and sense? That when the holder of a trade-dollar brings it to a sub 
treasury and asks in exchange for it a standard silver dollar, he must 
bring a trade-dollar which is not defaced, stamped, or otherwise muti- 
lated. 

Let me put the question in this way: Suppose the resolution in the 
language I have just cited should become a law, and any man with a 
clipped trade-dollar, with a trade-dollar which instead of containing 
420 grains contained only 400 or 350 grains, should present it to any 
assistant treasurer of the United States for redemption, would that offi- 
cer feel justified in redeeming it with a standard silver dollar? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly not. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Of course not. It does not require any genius 
for construction to arrive at such a conclusion as that. But, as I have 
said, if the contention were correct it would be the easiest thing in 
the world to correct the evil by simply inserting in the third proviso 
the words contained in the second proviso; that is to say, by providing 
that no trade-doliar shall be redeemed with a standard silver dollar 
unless the trade-dollar is not defaced, mutilated, or stamped. 

Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman will allow me to suggest that it 
would be sufficient to insert ‘‘such’’’ after the word ‘‘any;’’ so as to 
read ‘‘the holder of any such United States trade-dollar.’’ But I con- 
tend that that construction is already implied. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Most unquestionably; it is perfectly plain upou 
the face of the resolution. The privilege of redemption is accorded to 
trade-dollars. The man who brings for redemption something which 
is not a trade-dollar, something which is less than a trade-dollar, some- 
thing which is defaced, stamped, or mutilated, does not bring himself 
within the terms of the provision, and therefore can not claim the privi- 
lege which it allows. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish now to say a single word upon the obligation 
which, in my judgment, rests upon this Congress to redeem these trade 
dollars. In the first place, it is a most extraordinary state of affairs 
that the coin in which the redemption is proposed to be made is of less 
intrinsic value than the coin to be redeemed. We simply propose that 

aman may be allowed to receive standard silver dollars in exchange 

for trade-dollars, the latter being in bullion value worth more than the 

standard dollars. In other words, we simply propose that the United 

States shall impart to the trade-dollar a legal-tender function which it 

originally had to a limited amount. I have never heard any good rea- 

son assigned, and in my opinion none can be assigned, why upon every 
principle of sound policy and morals, if not upon the stricter obliga- 
tions of the law, the United States Government isnot bound to redeem 
these trade-dollars. It is true they were issued originally for use ina 
special trade. But they got into circulation in the United States; they 
passed freely among the people; and they are now held by large num- 
bers of citizens upon the faith that the Congress of the United States 
will provide for their redemption. I know the argument is sometimes 
made they are in the hands of speculators, and they are buying them 
up or will buy them up. All I have to say about that is it is a poor 
argument, but it is not sustained by the facts, poor as it is. 
Mr. KELLEY. 
an instant only? 
Mr. FINDLAY. 
Mr. KELLEY. 


Will the gentleman from Maryland permit me, for 


Certainly. 
These trade-dollars were legal-tenders by our law. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I understand that. 

Mr. KELLEY. And we had no moral right, having inflicted them 
upon the people, to repeal that clause of our law which gave them that 
circulating value. And had we not perpetrated that fraud upon the 
holders they would have ali been redeemed by the Government long 

ago in sums of $5 and less in a single payment. 
| Mr. FINDLAY. I agree with my distinguished friend from Penn- 
| sylvania fully as to the point and force of that suggestion. 

Mr. MORRISON. More than half of the trade-dollars were issued 

| since this legal-tender clause was repealed. 
| Mr. BUCHANAN. Permit me to make a statement. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In some sections of the country these trade-dol- 

| lars have not passed into the hands of the speculators, but still remain 


Tam coming to that ina moment. I say that if | in the hands of the merchants who sold goods for them. 
That is perfectly true. 


Mr. FINDLAY. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. It is true in my section of the country. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Iwas coming to that ina moment. I do not care 
whether trade-dollars are held by speculators or not; that is not the 
question. The faith of the United States is pledged to the redemption 
of the trade-dollar; I do not care who the holderis. That is a very 
poor argument, but I say poor as it is it is not sustained by the facts. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Why do you propose to redeem the trade-dollars 
which were issued after the repeal of the legal-tender clause and which 
were never intended to be redeemed ? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Simply because thy United States put them out; 
simply because it stood by and saw thera put into circulation; simply 
because they passed from hand to hand among the people of the United 
States as the coin of the United States, stamped as a dollar, stamped 
with the legend of the United States; simply because it is not honest, 
in my opinion, not to doit. [Applause. ] 

And I will say more, Mr. Speaker, and that is, that just as the peo- 
ple of this country are asking now that the trade-dollar should be re- 
deemed, the time is not far distant when the poor holders of the stand- 
ard silver dollar, now worth 71 cents, will come into this Congress and 
ask full value for it. 

Let me state some facts within my own knowledge. Mr. Speaker, I 
have been appealed to in the city of Baltimore time and again by 
cigar-makers, by laboring men in different avocations, who have told 
me of their poor wages laid away upon the faith the United States 
would one day redeem its pledges. They have hundreds of these 
trade-dollars. I know of my own knowledge the banks have thou- 
sands of them; not bought on speculation but received on deposit over 
their counters. So I believe what is true of my own city of Baltimore 
is true of other parts of the country from one end to the other. Upon 
what possible pretext or pretense this Congress can refuse the poor boon 
of giving a man a silver dollar worth in bullion value only a fraction 
over 71 cents in exchange for a trade-dollar which contains 7} grains 
more of silver is a thing I can not get through my head, try it as I 
will. Isay I have listened again and again for some just reason why 
the trade-dollar should not be redeemed, but I have heard none; and 
the only ground I can ascribe for the failure of Congress to do it is 
simply the inability to move a great mass or body like this into doing 
anything. A bill for the redemption of the trade-dollar passed the 
House in the Forty-eighth Congress and failed in the Senate. I have 
not the Recorp here to see what the vote was. I do not remember 
whether there was a yea-and-nay vote on it or not. I know, however, 
it passed with a considerable majority and went to the Senate and there 
failed. Now, curiously enough, it comes from the Senate and the 
House kills it. What folly is this! 

Mr. LANHAM. If thegentleman will yield to me; I have the vote 
before me—— 

Mr. FINDLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. The vote was 198 to 46. 

A MEMBER. What is the date? 

Mr. LANHAM. First of April, 1884. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I have said all I wish to say on that subject. Ido 
beseech my friend from Illinois [Mr. Morr1son]—and I am proud to 
recognize him assuch; although we have differed on a great many ques- 
tions, it is always with regret I do it; itreally hurts me to vote against 
him, and I hope the time may come when I can vote with him—I wish 
to vote for this resolution, and if my friend from I)linois will only agree 
to provide for the redemption of the trade-dollar I will be glad to doso. 
Why not, therefore, let it come in? What good reason can be given 
why it should not comein? Why should not this resolution provide 
for the redemption of the trade-dollar ? 

Mr. MORRISON. I have given you a good reason. 

Mr. FINDLAY. No; I think not. The reason you gave was that 
it was not germane, so far as Ican discover. Then you gave a very cu- 
rious reason. That a Chinaman might stamp acue on silver—I do not 
see how—but stamp a sycee with his own cue or that of his imperial 
majesty, and send it back to this country for redemption would be im- 
possible. I do not believe anything of that kind, and I do not believe 
you do. I have said all I wish to say on this subject. I hope this 
House will exercise its conscience on this matter. I know there is 
great feeling on the subject among the people. You talk about dis- 
content and unrest in the country. I tell you a large portion of it is 
owing to the fact that the people’s representatives will not do their 
duty. Why, hundreds and thousands of men in the country who re- 
ceive these dollars in trade see Congress pass bills month after month 
and year after year without giving them relief. There is a deep-seated 
and just feeling of indignation against such conduct. I sympathize 
with it. I hope this House, Mr. Speaker, will take this matter into 
cue consideration and refuse to accept the report and instruct our con- 
ferees to go back and meet their fellow-conferees of the Senate and to 
accept the Senate amendment to the resolution. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will take the floor, and as 
the gentleman from Towa has yielded ten minutes to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Hewrrr] I will yield fifteen minutes of my time 
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to the gentleman from New York, which will give him twenty-fy, 
minutes altogether. The balance of my time I will reserve, —~ 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Sperker, I am sorry to say there is but littJo 
probability that I can use much of the time these gentlemen have 
generously granted to me. 

The test which I should apply to this conference report is a yery 
simple one. If it were an original proposition coming into this Hons 
I could not give it my sanction or support. The principle which yp. 
derlies both the original resolution and the amendments adopted })y ty. 
Senate is vicious. It seeks to impose a limitation upon the diseretioy 
which now exists in the Treasury and which must reside there jj the 
finances of this country are to be kept upon a sound basis; and by g 
sound basis I mean the convertibility of all its forms of currency ijt, 
the unit of value which the statutes of the United States have deca), d 
to be 25.8 grains of gold. 

This discretion is rendered nevessary because the Treasury has jn 
effect become a bank of issue and the place of final redemption for the 
currency of the country. Until the legal-tender notes are paid and 
the Government shall divorce itself from the national hanks jt js yot 
safe to limit this discretion. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison], in defending and ex. 
plaining this conference report, has excused himself for abandoning his 
original proposition submitted to the House upon the ground that under 
the action of the resolution as originally introduced the balance in the 
Treasury would never have got below $120,000,000. I do not think 
the gentleman from Illinois would deceive this House, and [ do not 
believe that he would have come in here with a proposition that was 
not in its essence what it professed to be upon its face. And yet, Mr, 
Speaker, this day he has told the House that when he brought ina 
resolution which professed to limit the balance in the Treasury to 
$100,000,900 that under that resolution it never could have been re. 
duced below $120,000,000. 

Mr. MORRISON (from his seat). That applies to this debt. 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes; your original resolution only applied to this 
debt. But why did the gentleman, who is so well versed in al! the in- 
tricacies of finance that he is able to take a lofty position and look down 
upon those whom he stigmatizes as ‘‘ the masters of finance,’’ come in 
here with a proposition which, according to his own acknowledgment, 
did mislead the House ? 

When I called his attention to the fact that his resolution in words 
compelled a call whenever there was $101,000,000 in the Treasury, he 
shook his head. He denied that to be the proper construction of the 
resolution; and yet, Mr. Speaker, to-day he comes in and assents toa 
conference report the basis of which is that this criticism was just and 


proper. 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HEWITT. I maintain that the criticism is correct, and think! 
understand what Iam talking about. I modestly called the gentle- 
man’s attention to the fact that this would involve a call whenever 
there was a single million over one hundred millions in the Treasury. 
It went through the House with his refusal to take advantage of the 
suggestion I made; it went to the Senate and in that body toa com- 
mittee of able lawyers, and it comes back here with an amendment to 
correct either the ignorance—no, I beg the gentleman’s pardon—the 
failure to perceive the effect of the resolution itself; it comes back with 
an amendment to which he assents, protesting all the time that the 
original resolution meant just what the amended proposition means. 

Mr. MORRISON. And I do yet. 

Mr. HEWITT. Of course you do; Isay youdo. And yet you %® 
sent to this criticism upon your work. I am calling attention to wht 
took place when the resolution was before the House. 

Now I call the gentleman’s attention and the attention of the Hous 
to another criticism, at which he will also shake his head. This cmt- 
cism escaped his notice; it has escaped the notice of the conterene 
committee and escaped the attention of the Senate. 

This is the language of the resolution as reported: 

That whenever the surplus or balance in the Treasury, including the amount 
held for redemption of United States notes, shall exceed the sum of $1()) (11. 
it shall be, and it is hereby, made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury © 
apply such excess— 

Remember there is no limitation upon the excess ; whether it be '«" 
millions or twenty millions or a thousand millions the excess has #0" 
to be applied— 

Toapply such excess in sums of not less than $10,000,000. 


He can not call less than $10,000,000, but this resolution Imps 
upon him the imperative legal obligation to call every dollar 0! \ 
surplus over the one hundred millions and the ten millions whic ® 
guarded by the new proviso and the twenty millions allowed for 
working balance in the Treasury. f 

Mr. Speaker, I do not claim to be a lawyer; it is not my trade ‘0 
strue statutes, but—— . 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will my colleague yield to me for a moment: 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly. “an 

Mr. HISCOCK. I simply wish to get at the criticism which my © 
league is making. You claim, as I understand, that whenever th ex 
cess is $1,000,000 over a hundred millions a cali must be made. 








1886. 





Mr. HEWITT. No, sir; not now. I did claim it, and it was de- 

The resolution went to the Senate and was corrected by that 

body, or rather by the report which the gentleman has signed as a 
member of the conference committee. ‘ 

Mr. H K. What I want to get at is the criticism my colleague 
is now making. If he has not sufficient time I will yield him a part 
of my own time. . . ; 

Mr. HEWITT. I say that under this resolution to which the gen- 
tleman’s name, my colleague on the Committeeon Ways and Means, is 
attached as a conferee, if I can understand the English language, the 
Secretary of the Treasury is compelled to apply to the cancellation of 
the debt every dollar in the Treasury in excess of $130,000,000; and the 
very first month he must call bonds to the whole amount of the surplus, 
with the limitation that the call shall not be less than ten millions, 
but there is no limitation at all as to the excess over ten millions; and 
the obligation is as imperative as it is possible to clothe it in the Eng- 

e. 
more am the chairman of my committee will shake his head and 
say there is nothing in this criticism. He did it before. But if I am 

no lawyer I have at least been accustomed to weigh the meaning of 
English words; and if there be any doubt about this thing my colleague 
from New York, who is a master of legal technicalities, will be able to 
point out where the difficulty is and explain why my construction of 
this provision is not the true and only construction. 

The speech of my colleague on the committee [Mr. Morrison] was 
a most ingenious and perfectly conclusive argument to prove that his 
hindsight was better than the foresight of the able financiers that funded 
the debt of the United States. And he proved it; and he has proved 
by his speech to-day that he is a master of hindsight. Why, sir, the 
refunding of the debt of the United States is regarded by the men whom 
he stigmatized as “‘ masters of finance’? as the greatest triumph of finan- 
cial ability that the world has ever seen or known; so great indeed that 
no man can take the credit of it. It was the progress of events that 
enabled the United States to fund its debt at successively lower rates 
of interest. The Speaker of this House, when he was on the floor, 
brought in a bill here to refund the debt of the United States at 3} per 
cent. He isa wise and able man. 

I take as good account of his judgment as of any man I have ever 
known, and yet he was mistaken, and within twelve months after that 
time thedebtof the United States was refunded at 3 percent. for which 
my colleague from New York will tell us, as I agree, there was no war- 
rant of law. Ifthe law had been strictly complied with within a year 
after the debt was refunded at 3 per cent. it might have been refunded, 
certainly at 2} per cent. and probably at 2 per cent. interest. But so 
unexpected was the success of this magnificent funding operation there 

I was no man to call in question the authority under which Secretary 
Windom achieved this signal] feat of finance. 
And yet in the presence of this magnificent march of human prog- 

























































: ress in the creation of capital, which is improving the condition of 
“ labor and industry all over the world, and is rapidly making capital to 
. be the servant and no longer the master of labor, in the presence of 
to this unexpected benefaction gentlemen get up here and carp at the men 
* who did not foresee that the rate of interest would successively fall by 
th rapid stages from 5 to 2 per cent. per annum. The gentleman from 
he lilinois is not only a phrase-maker himself, but he seems to be capti- 
+ vated by phrases. He is the inventor of the phrase ‘“‘ fiscal distemper.’’ 
™ Having made one invention which is likely to live, he seizes upon a 
* chance expression of mine, not carefully thought out in the waking 
bat hours of the night and put in a written report on which he had ex- 
j pended all his unquestionable ability, but a chance shot, made not in 
a connection at all with the question of the knowledge required to run 
iti the Treasury and the finances of the country successfully. 
- A MemBeER. It was an apt phrase. 
Mr. HEWITT. Oh, yes; the language was apt. I do not take it 
back. But want to show how the gentleman is misled in his criti- 
il cism by the mere accident of a taking phrase. I spoke of the time 
0,000, when the balance was being reduced in amount and said that 
ry when it got down to $120,000,000 the hoarding of gold began. And 
then I added that it was not hoarded in stockings and laid away in 
ye ten secret hiding-places, but it was hoarded by the masters of finance; that 
as got sto say, the men whose business it is to study the condition of the 
money market and when they see the storm signals to furl their sails 
and prepare for the tempest which is impending. I do not love these 
ail masters of finance any more than I do the doctor who gives me medi- 
OF ibe the when I am sick, but my dislike to disagreeable doses does not make 
"7 h * Pend any less necessary in the hour of danger. 
a . +he trouble with the gentleman from Illinois is that he does not be- 
mae ve there ever will be a financial tempest again, and in his argument 
tlh ingeniously avoids the real issue involved in this resolution. Let 
os ‘peak it out like men. This resolution means a silver basis for the 
8? * this country. I know there is a large majority of this 


of cou 
in favor of that basis and that I speak to a hostile audience. 




















pour $3,000,000 a month into a treasury already full and overflow- 
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cok Hore, those who desire to bring about the change to the silver 
le - Will vote intelligently for this measure, for it will as surely bring 
country to a silver as the sun will rise to-morrow. You can 
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ing—yes, I will agree with the gentleman from Illinois to that extent— 
you can not pour $3,000,000 a month into a treasury already full with- 
out causing $3,000,000 to flow out, and they will be the gold that is there, 
the basis of our present financial system. 

The adoption of this resolution with the twenty millions added for 
@ working balance can only postpone this result about six months longer 
than would have been otherwise reached, provided we take advantage 
of that most wise enactment of Congress at this session, the issue of the 
small silver certificates to take the place of what would otherwise be 
paid outin gold-bearing obligations. Thus you might possibly go on for 
another year or two but for the passage of this resolution. "This reso- 
lution, however, serves notice—I will not say upon the masters of finance, 
for they want no notice—but it serves notice upon the men who own 
the property of this country that there is to be a transfer from the gold 
to thesilver basis, by which 25 percent. of the property of this country 
will change hands without the consent of the owner. That is what it 
means. 

The gentleman from Illinois says, ‘‘ Do not take the advice of the 
masters of finance; they are interested in United States bonds.’? Who 
owns the United States bonds? 

Mr. MORRISON. I never mentioned the United States bonds. 

Mr. HEWITT. Securities of any kind, then; but the bonds are the 
instruments which have to be paid off and which he says the banks do 
not wish to be called. p 

Mr. Speaker, who are the owners of those bonds? The bonds which 
are not held to secure circulation are almost all owned by widows, or- 
phans, laborers, servants, people who have deposits in savings-banks, 
people who have bought them for investment and to secure life insur- 
ance, 

Mr. BLAND. 
banks? 

Mr. HEWITT. 

Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. HEWITT. 


Tlow many of those bonds are held by the national 


One hundred and two million dollars. 
Nearly all of them. 

One hundred and two million dollars out of $136,- 
000,000. But the gentleman from Missouri has failed utterly to get 
my point. I care nothing about those $102,000,000. And let me say 
here—inasmuch as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
when he was speaking the other day shook his hand at me in a men- 
acing manner and said there would be no trouble about this matter if 
the national banks were not interested, intimating, I suppose, that I 
was in some manner the organ of the national banks—let me say again 
what I have said once before on this floor in a previous Congress that I 
have never owned a share in @ national bank, that I do not own ashare 
in a national bank, that I never had any connection with the national 
banks except to deposit my money with them, nor do I borrow any 
money from them. 

I stand here simp!y as a representative of that portion of the country 
in which, I grant, the largest amount of capital is gathered, and where 
there is the greatest possible interest to conserve the capital of the 
country. Is thatselfish? Iscapitalan evil? Is capital a destructive 
agency? Why, if you could destroy the capital of this country you 
would reduce it to a state of poverty, of want, of barbarism. The cap- 
ital that is required to carry the community through a single year is 
equal to the earnings of that year. The accumulated personal property 
of the world would not carry on society for more than two years if pro- 
duction should cease. There is no duty so strong, there is no obliga- 
tion so urgent as that which teaches us to conserve the capital of the 
country. The question of its ownership is altogether secondary. Itis 
the best and truest friend of labor. And yet the capital which this reso- 
lution would destroy would be the capital of the most deserving por- 
tion of the community, those who gain their daily bread by their daily 
labor. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed from first to last to every proposition 
which will tend to change the standard of value in this country, be- 
cause a change in the standard of value means that the property of 
those who have labored hard to get it shall be taken away and given 
to the speculators and ‘‘the masters of finance.’’ I do not want the 
masters of finance to lay their hands upon the hard earnings of the poor, 
the accumulations of the deserving. I want to check if I can the 
growth of these great fortunes by a better distribution of wealth. The 
transition from gold to greenbacks (and from greenbacks to gold, as my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] will very properly insist) was, in ef- 
fect, the agency which created most of the overgrown fortunes which 
now exist in this country and which are a reproach to its civilization 
and its laws. 

But this kind of action, these propositions coming from men who do 
not know—and that is the excuse I make for them—who can not meas- 
ure the result of what they will propose, will increase these overgrown 
fortunes, will create more of them, and will bring the labor and indus- 
try of this country into a hopeless condition of bondage. Every step 
toward this unhappy result I resist, and shall continue to resist so long 
as I have a seat as a Representative or a vote asa citizen who desires 
to preserve the liberties and prosperity of the country. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND}. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I resume the floor, but give 
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way to the ge ntleman from Missouri { Mr. BLAND] if he desires to speak 
now. 

Mr. BLAND. Iam always glad, Mr. Speaker, to follow the lead of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison], and I did so with pleas- 
ure when this resolution passed the House, notwithstanding the fact 
that I did not believe then, and do not believe now, that it was neces- 
sary to crystallize into law a provision by which the Secretary of the 
Treasury should be authorized to hold $100,000,000 for the redemption 
of the legal-tender notes. The Senate has since amended the joint res- 
olution, not only recognizing that reserve but also providing that twenty 
millions more shall be held as a working balance, and as this resolu- 
tion, if adopted, will be taken as the voice of Congress and as the law 
of Congress upon this question, I can not give my voteinitsfavor. In 
the very able speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison], 
in which in the main I concur, hestated thatthe Treasury Department 
was the only one that had been placed, at its organization, under the 
direct supervision and control of the representatives of the people. 

if that be true, and it ought to be true, why is this resolution pro- 
posed which takes away from the representatives of the people the con- 
trol of the financial policy of the Government and confers upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury a power by which he is enabled, at his dis- 
cretion, to suspend the operation of the law whenever in his judgment 
the public interest or the public credit may require? Gentlemen have 
undertaken to explain this resolution, but I have heard no explanation 
of it that is satisfactory to my mind. I believe it means simply this— 
and I want gentlemen here to understand it—it means that whenever 
they have paid out the gold for the redemption of these bonds, then 
the operation of this resolution is to cease and not a dollar of silver is 
to go out. And if gentlemen who are in favor of paying out silver, 
either on bonds or other securities, vote for this resolution, they will 
simply sanction that construction of the law and say that the Secretary 
of the Treasury may hold the silver coin in the Treasury until dooms- 
day, if he so desires, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If the gentleman will permit asuggestion, 
in proof that his view of the resolution is correct, I will remind the 
House that an amendment was offered in the Senate providing that 
tae payment should be either gold or silver, and that that amendment 
was defeated. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the lawto-day? There is 
plenty of authority upon the statute-book for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to redeem these bonds, and, in his discretion, to purchase or re- 
deem other bonds, if hedesires. Therefore thisresolution confers no fur- 
ther authority in that direction upon the Secretary than he has now, 
while it gives him discretion tosuspend the operation of the law at any 
time. We are invited as members of this House to vote fora resolution 
which, if it means anything, means that the moment the silver dollar 
is reached the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to suspend the 
law and retain the silver in the Treasury. That is the purpose for 
which this amendment was incorporated in the resolution. There is 
no other reason for it. 

With no prospect of war, no prospect of danger from any quarter, 
with our revenues coming in from day to day in abundance to meet all 
the current expenditures of the Government, there is no apparent rea- 
son for this provision in regard to the reserve, and it was evidently in- 
serted simply for the purpose of retaining the silver in the Treasury. 
I hope this House will not sanction any such policy. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewitt] claims that the resolution means silver 
payments. What do we coin silver for if it is not to be paid out? 

Mr. HEWITT. Not silver payments, but a silver basis. I am in 
favor of paying out silver. 

Mr. BLAND. Ob, yes; ‘‘a silver basis.’’ 

Mr. HEWITT. Well, quote me correctly. 

Mr. BLAND. What do you mean by silver payment? 

Mr. HEWITT. 1 mean that gold will disappear and silver will be 
the only money in the Treasury. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT] favor paying out silver on the Government bonds ? 

Mr. HEWITT. I would never pay a dollar of silver on the bonds as 


long as I had a gold dollar to pay; but when I had not a gold dollar, 
then I would pay silver. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
dollars shall be paid out. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker, the issue is. presented directly to 
this House, whether the House is going to indorse a policy that looks 
to giving the Secretary of the Treasury authority to suspend the oper- 
ation of this law and stop the payment of silver whenever he desires. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] claims that this reso- 
lution will bring us toa silver basis. Probably it would (taking his 
definition of a silver basis, which is silver payment) if it were to be 
executed. If this discretionary provision were not contained in the 
resolution there would be something in the gentleman’s criticism; but 
when the resolution contains a provision ing the 
the Treasury to stop or suspend its execution at his 
understand what basis there is for the argument of the gentleman from 
New York. We may as well meet this issue now as at any other time. 

This House a few months ago voted down overwhelmingly a resolu- 


And this resolution means that only gold 
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tion for the suspension of silver coinage. Did that mean that we w>, 
to go on coining silver and hoardingit inthe Treasury? It mean} 

it was to be coined and paid out upon the public debt and other 
ities, and if this Congress refuses to do that it will neverthe| 
done, because the people of this country are not going to rest sa; 
with existing legislation upon this subject. We must either ¢; 
coinage of silver or else cease to talk about “‘silver basis’’ and 

yment.’’ I hope the House will vote down this conference , 
and will let the law remain as it is and not commit itself to the , 
of giving the Secretary of the Treasury authority tosuspend the 0, 
tion of this resolution whenever he thinks the silver basis ; 
be reached. Gentlemen will remember that last Septem! 
ring of bankers in New York, for the purpose of making ; 
brought to bear upon Congress, and in order to affect pu! 
and the legislation of Congress, in conjunction wit! ‘! 
the Treasury claimed that we were about to reach : 
were in no worse condition then than we are to-day. 
no more danger of a silver basis than there is now. The | 
changed some five or six million dollars of gold for—what? 
sidiary coinage, knowing full well that under the law t 
next day deposit that subsidiary coinage and withdraw the y 
their gold. ‘The whole proceeding was nothing but a farce + 
the country in order that Congress might be induced to s 
coinage of silver. And before we reassemble next Decem! 
no doubt, if this resolution be adopted, have the same sccne rm 
as an excuse for not executing the law. 

I am in favor of the paymentof the publicdebt. We n: d 
prosperity in this country as when we were paying large sums of: 
upon the public debt. In 1879, 1880, 1881, and 1882, when th: 
payments on the publicdebt were made, we built more railroad 
was more enterprise and prosperity in the country, th 
since. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. I should have been glad to occupy a few minutes 
more. I thank the gentleman, who kindly yielded to me, {or his court 
esy. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, av- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the bil! s 
335) te provide for protecting the interests of the United States in the 
Potomac River Flats in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension 
laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an 
arm or leg in the service. 

The m further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. on for the relief of Beaufort Lee and others; and 

A bill (H. R. 4865) to extend the system for the immediate delivery 
of letters, and amendatory of sections 3, 4, and 5 of the act appr 
March 3, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1*> 
and for other purposes.’’ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bi!) > 
1597) for the erection of a public building at Yonkers, N. Y.; in wo 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reporte’ ts 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the! 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pene" 
of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the service; 0 
A bill (H. R. 2438) to authorizethe Postmaster-Genera! toa.ow' 
pensation to railroad companies in certain cases for apartment sens 

heretofore furnished pursuant to agreement. 
PAYMENT OF SURPLUS ON PUBLIC DEBT. 

The House resumed the consideration of the report of the commun 
of conference on the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing paymeo’™ 
the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt. ; x 

Mr. Weaver, of Iowa, and Mr. Breckrnriper, of Kentucky 
dressed the Chair. es 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must recognize the genticms 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. : 

Mr.WEAVER, of Iowa. With the understanding that | ¢ >” 
my time, as I am now controlling the floor—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No; I took the J» 
own 

Mr. VER, of Iowa. I am controlling my own tine. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I took the floor in my ¢ - 
right and gave the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt) ns 
saneialeny time, in addition to the time granted by the gentlems 
from Iowa. 


wa 


Mr. HEWITT. Somuchof my twenty-five minutes as I did not us 
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j 
[ returned to the gentleman from Iowa. Just at this point, before my 
colleague on the committee (Mr. BreckINRIDGE, of Kentucky] be- 
gins his speech, I wish to say that when I remarked a few moments 
ago, in reply to a question, that I would pay out the gold as long as 
there continued to be a gold dollar in the Treasury, I, of course, wished 
it unde that if any man wanted silver I would give it to him 
with pleasure. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
his will. 

Mr. HEWITT. I-would not make him take it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I knew that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a conference be- 
tween the Houseand the Senate on disagreeing votes means necessarily 
that there must be concession in order to reach practical legislation. 
The very fact that there is a conference committee presupposes the pos- 
sibility of the two Houses reaching a compromise. I do not hesitate 
to say that where there is not involved any question of honor or of prin- 
ciple statesmanship consists in wise concessions in reaching mutual | 
agreement by compromise. — And the essential idea in the appointment 
of a conference committee is, that the Houses, having agreed as to the 
direction that legislation shall pursue, have disagreed as to the distance 
that it shall go and the mode of its pursuit; and by conference an 
agreement may bereached and practical legislation accomplished. Con- 
cession is not surrender; compromise is not abandonment; and the ob- 
ject to be attained is more important than the mode of obtaining it or 
the details of the mode. 

Now, does this conference report agree in its line of direction with 
what the House contemplated in the resolution which it passed? I 
say most emphatically that it does. We do not get all that we asked, 
all that we wanted, all that we thought wise; but we do get something 
in the line which we thought ought to be pursued. What is the policy 
underlying this resolution which received 207 votes in this House and 
the vote of the entire Senate in one form or another? What is the 

underlying principle involved? It is that the surplus in the public 
Treasury shall be paid on the public debt? Whether in the mode 
pointed out by our resolution or in the mode pointed out in the reso- 
lution adopted by the Senate or in the mode suggested by the modifi- 
cation as proposed by the conference committee, the governing principle 
of the proposition is that the surplus in the Treasury shall be paid 
upon the public debt. 

Let me state the points of agreement. Two hundred and seven mem- 
bers of this House and the Senate unanimously agree that there is now 
in the Treasury millions of money too much; that the accumulations 
ought to cease; that payments of not less than $10,000,000 monthly 
ought to be made in the cancellation of the public debt subject to call. 
So far the Houses are agreed. They agree in the policy—the payment 
of the public debt; they agree in the amount of monthly payments— 
$10,000,000 monthly; they agree that the surplus is too large; they 


You would not make him take goldagainst 





SS 


agree that the accumulation must cease; they agree that under present | 


circumstances these payments are safe. They disagree (1) as to the 
necessity for a working balance and (2) as to what discretion ought to 
be reposed in the Secretary of the Treasury. What is essential in this 
statement? 

Upon such a ition, in such a condition, what concession is per- 
missible, what compromise honorable? To accomplish practical leg- 
islation, whatean we properly concede? We whomakeand will vote for 
this report subordinate mode to object, concede detail to accomplish im- 
portant results. Will those gentlemen, like my friend from Iowa [ Mr. 
WEAveER] and my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], who are not 
willing to have any paid out unless it can all be paid; who are not will- 
ing to save any interest unless the interest is saved in their way; who 
are not willing te allow the surplus to be disposed of under conditions 
which shall leave some discretion with the Secretary of the Treasury, 
simply say that the present burdens upon industry shall not be light- 
ened, the public debt shall not be diminished, the interest shall not be 
pnt it is done according to the precise method which they ap- 

Mr. Speaker, I heartily indorsed this resolution as it went to the 
Senate. I am not in favor of any of the provisions put upon it by the 
Senate. But in this Government under our Constitution the House and 

° are the two constituent elements that must enact a statute; 
and it seems to me the very height of political folly to say that we will 
hot enact any statute if the Senate will not agree with the measure as 
it is written by us when it leaves our Hall. Per contra, I do not hesi- 
tate to say that if the Senate will not go as far as I want to go I will 
#9 with them as far as they are willing to go, hoping that the future 


will enable us to go farther. 
_Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Has not the Secretary of the Treasury a 
os out the surplus now ? 


E, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Then you gain nothing. 

Mr. RIDGE, of Kentucky, What is the law? 
Stands the Secretary of the Treasury has the discretion to pay of the in- 
terest-bearing debt of the Government subject to call such sums as he 
may think fit. The $100,000,000 which by the act of 1882 are men- 


Asit now 
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‘‘reserved for the redemption of the Treasury 


tioned with the phrase 
notes,’’ may or may not by that act have been so set 
now di x that que 


; wel 


apart. Iam not 
ion, and it is not necessary for this resolu- 
SO; tp sely as we find it. My friend from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] is wholly mistaken when he says this sets apart that 


$100,000. 000. t do it } , is t mistaken 
i . & ta ‘ A aL ail Slat NUL. 


cussiD 


ave that ] 


This resolution does not cha 


the existing | as to that $100,- 
000,000; it leaves that ler the law now Nor does it ratify 
the present mode of book-keeping or of stating the public assets and 
liabilities. For the purposes of this resolution this $100.000,000 is 
left out of its scope, and this mode of statement dg i. With 
what, and with what alone, does this resolution deal? The surplus or 
balance in the Treasury. What ‘‘surplus or ba That de- 
scribed therein, 7. e., that ‘‘excess’’ of public money found according 
to the form of statement of the United States Treasurer « l on 
June 30, 1886; to this ‘‘excess,’’ and this alone, does it aj 
It leaves every othe im, fund, or amount untouched 
modifies, or amends no law, changes no regulation of the Treasury save 
as to this ‘“‘surplus or balance,’’ as to this ‘‘excess.’? Whatever dis- 
cretion as to that $100,000,000 the Secretary ever had he still will have. 
We do not encroach upon, enlarge, or diminish that. We do not 
change the law as to fractional or minor coin, nor as to ‘‘lawful money ”’ 
deposited by the national banks. These questions are left under 


the present laws, whatever they may be. It enters into no question 
concerning gold, silver, or paper. The “lawful money”’ constituting 
that “‘surplus balance’’—forming that ‘‘excess’’—whatever it may 
be, coming into the Treasury in payment of public dues, shall be so 
used as is at present done, as has been always done, as the Secretary 
or Treasurer may deem best to preserve their parity and preserve the 
public credit. 

So, also, this resolution is confimed in the scope of the payments to be 
made; they are payments of the interest-bearing indebtedness of the 
United States payable at the option of the Government. So that this 
resolution can apply ez vi temzini only to one hundred and thirty-two 
bonds and to ‘‘the surplus or balance’’ found according to the form 
of statement used on June 30; and all other questions are not affected 
by its provisions. 

Mr. BLAND. The point I should like the gentleman to address him- 
self to is that under the sinking-fund act we would redeem about $45,- 
000,000. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. This makes no provision that these bonds which are 
redeemed shall not be counted as part of that amount. I say the De- 
partment will be authorized to count this redemption as part of the 
sinking fund and your resolution would amount to little more than the 
law 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I only yielded to the gentle- 
man to allow him to ask me a question; I did not yield for another 
speech. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish my friend to answer that point, whether un- 
der this resolution the Secretary of the Treasury would not be allowed 
to count this redemption as a part of the sinking fund 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This resolution does not al- 
lude to or change any law now in existence, except to make obligatory 
on the Secretary that he shall pay that surplus unless upon his official 
and personal conscience he sees that an extraordinary emergency has 
arisen which renders it dangerous to the public interests to pay it out. 
We take the law as we find it, and the sinking fund as we find it, and 
without changing the law we say to the Secretary of the Treasury —— 

Mr. BLAND. My point is this—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
swer it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we must assume the Secretary of the Treasury 
is a gentleman and wants to be honorable. We must assume, as he is 
a public servant, that he wants to discharge his duty. We must as- 
sume he is a law-abiding citizen who wants to execute the law, and we 
say by this resolution to him, whois our fiscal agent, whose discretion 
has been used in a manner which may or may not be wise, ‘* You have 
accumulated enough on hand, and now pay it out until these one hun- 
dred and thirty-two bonds are paid.’’ 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If you think it is safe. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But to pay it out. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not doubt that the Secretary of the Treasury, 
whoever he may be, hasas honest adesire to discharge his duty as a mem- 
ber of Congress or any other public servant, and this law says to him, 
you must pay that money out unless hereafter a new and extraordi- 
nary emergency arises, a new conjuncture of events, and then, on your 
official conscience, if you think it is not safe to do so, that to preserve 
the public credit it can not bedone, then you may postpone these pay- 
ments and submit to Congress your reasons therefor. Is that nochange 
for the better? 

Mr. BLAND. But the point is this—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman says we will 
have it counted as a part of the sinking fund. The statute provides 
for the redemption of bonds. 





Wait a moment; I will an- 
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Mr. BLAND. It says he shall redeem so much under the sinking 
fund. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not wish to be discourt- 
eous to the gentleman—— 

Mr. BLAND. I will not interrupt the gentleman if he does not wish 
me to do so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does not interrupt me, but 
it takes my time. 

This resolution does not change the present law relating to the sink- 
ing fund. The Secretary must obey the law as it now is, and call 
enough bonds to answer the requirements of that statute. He, in ad- 
dition, has the discretion to call or purchase other bonds; and it is as 
to this discretion that this resolution becomes operative. If he call 
only the bonds sufficient to fulfill the requirements of the sinking fund, 
he will not have obeyed this act; and this disobedience will be clear if 
there arise no extraordinary emergency. 

And why shall we hesitate to give this order, and thereby have the 
chance of its execution and the consequent payment of more bonds, 
because there may be a possibility of its violation? We do not enlarge 
but limit the discretion now given. Our agent declines to pay out 
this money. We order its payment, its immediate, continued, stated 
payment, with the single proviso that if any new, unforeseen, and ex- 
traordinary emergency arises the payments may be postponed, bat im- 
mediately thereupon if we be in session, or ten days after we reas- 
semble, this agent shall report his reasons for this postponement and 
then his discretion is terminated and we assume the entire responsi- 
bility. Surely this limits his present discretion, and reduces it to nar- 
row limits. But shall we surrender our object because we differ with 
the Senate as to the extent of this discretion? I prefer to take some 
risk to accomplish it rather than lose it by a futile discussion over the 
mode to be adopted. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to answer briefiy my distinguished friend from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt], to whom I always listen with delight, and 
when I dissent from him, with deference and reluctance. [ama lawyer, 
but do not pretend to be anything more than a plain, rough-and-tumble, 
country cireuit-court lawyer, not a city lawyer with a specialty. But 
my construction of the language of this resolution to which my friend 
from New York has referred— 

That whenever the surplus or balance in the Treasury, including the amount 


held fordhe redemption of United States notes, shall exceed the sum of $100,- 
000,000 it shall be, and is hereby, made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 


‘o supply such excess— 
That is all over the sum of $100,000,000— 
in sums not less than $10,000,000 per month, to the payment of the interest-bear- 
ing indebtedness of the United States payable at the option of the Government. 
That is the gist of the whole resolution, all the balance being merely 
detail. My friend from New York says it is obligatory upon the Sec- 
retary to pay such excess atonce. What, then, upon the principle that 
all parts of an instrament must be construed to be material—that you 


must construe in pari materia every part of an instrument—what is the 
meaning of the words: 


In sums not less than ten millions per month? 


Certainly he may pay the whole excess as soon as the resolution is 
passed, but he may pay but $10,000,000 a month so long as the excess 
exists. He need not pay $10,000,000 in every call, only every month; 
he may make more frequent calls and for smaller sums; and this may 
be wise. This is undoubtedly the plain meaning of this provision. 

As to whether the first proviso of the Senate amending this resolution 
was or was not necessary according to the contention between the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means and my friend from New 
York, I have but to say that it was perfectly clear to my mind that it 
was not necessary, for all the Secretary could pay out was ‘‘such ex- 
cess’’ in sums of not less than ten millions per month. And if there 
was no ‘‘ excess’? there could be no call. It was only ‘‘such excess’”’ 
that was within the scope or language of the original resolution; for 
“*such excess’’ is the phrase used as the equivalent of ‘‘the surplus 
or balance in the Treasury, including amount held for redemption of 
United States notes, shall exceed the sum of $100,000,000,’’ &c.; so 
that before this resolution becomes operative, or continues operative, 
there must be ‘‘ such excess,’’ that is, a ‘surplus or balance’’ over $100, - 
000,000, and on this ‘‘ excess ’’ alone does it operate. 

But perhaps it is made more clear by the Senate, and for that reason 
I do not object to this Senate amendment. 

As to the twenty millions of ‘‘ working balance,’”’ I wish to say that 
I do not believe there is any necessity for a working balance of twenty 
millions. 

i repeat, Mr, Speaker, I do not believe that twenty millions is neces- 
sary for a working balance. I will go farther than that. I do not be- 
lieve that one hundred millions of gold is necessary for the redemption 
of the Treasury notes. I do not believe they need such a reserve. I 
am nota banker, and may not understand the dogmas which have been 
promulgated in reference to redemption; but my judgment is that the 


policy of maintaining the Treasury notes by retaining in the Treasury 
so large a reserve is unnecessary, 


The stability of that currency does not rest on such basis as that 
The confidence of the entire financial world in the securities of this 
country is not based on that reserve. It is not at the bottom of that 
confidence. It is based on the sixty million people of the country; 
upon the millions of acres of rich lands, upon the rushing rivers, upon 
the mountains filled with inexhaustible supplies of minerals, and jy 
the belief which exists that the Anglo-Saxon race, which has always 
been an honest, industrious, and sweat-bearing people, would make 
money enough by their industries to pay their debts. 

Wherever you find a community of this race you find a communit y 
by whom loans of money can be had and little security asked for th. 
loan. This it is that makes our money good. But shall we refuse to 
pay out between twenty and eighty millions of excess, say sixty mij]- 
ions, because the Senate thinks it necessary that we should hold a bun- 
dred millions and a working balance; and shall we sulk in our camp 
and refuse to order the payment of the sixty millions because the Sen. 
ate will not unite with us in the order that eighty millions shal! pe 
paid ? 

lapproach, Mr. Speaker, one phase of this subject with no diffidence, 
and that is the allegation that this legislation is an attack on the Demo- 
cratic administration. I believe that one essential element of Demo- 
cratic success is the free interchange of opinion and a frank and resolute 
discharge of each man’s duty as he sees it. 

Ihave noattack to make on the President, or theSecretary, or anybody 
else. The President vetoes according to his cunscience. I vote in the 
sight of God according to my conscience and my convictions. But I do 
not desire to have this discretion imposed on the President as the Senate 
putit. The Secretary of the Treasury is the fiscal agent of the Goy- 
ernment. 

By the terms of the Constitution the power of raising revenue is pri- 
marily conferred on this House; ‘‘ the power of the purse”’ is given to 
the legislative department; for the ‘‘ purse’’ in a free government 
means the power of taxation, the result of taxes; this is the only ‘‘ purse” 
we have. Thisbelongs tous. Iam not willing to abdicate that power, 
nor to impairit. No money can be raised except by our order; none 
appropriated save by us; none expended but in obedience to laws en- 
acted by us. 

This is the result of many years of struggle for parliamentary gov- 
ernment; this is ours by inheritance; this is of the essence of free in- 
stitutions; this is vital to representative government. The Secretary 
of the Treasury is our fiscal agent, and bears a different relation to Con- 
gress than that borne by the heads of the other Executive Departments. 
The Congress of 1789 would not permit him to perform such duties as 
the President might impose, but enumerated his powers and duties 
and prescribed that he should report to Congress. 

Let us carefully preserve this distinction. I care not now to give 
reasons for it; they are conclusive. But we find it. Let us be careful 
not to obliterate it. It is more important and far-reaching than may 
at first blush appear. 

I insist that this preference is not only not an attack on the Presi- 
dent, but precisely the contrary. It is unjust to predict a possible 
attack and a contingent controversy. s 

But we must leave something to the discretion of the Secretary. We 
are notalways insession. In one year from March to Decem)er weare 
in vacation. It may be that it is prudent to repose some discretion in 
the Secretary for emergencies which we can not foresee, so that sudden 
revolutions which come upon us may not find us unprepared. Any- 
how we must accept this, or surrender all hope of any legislation on this 
subject for this session. If it turn out to be unwise, we have lost 
nothing; for as it is he has large powers, and we have nothing to los 
but may gain by this action. —— 

And now, upon reducing it to its ultimate essence, the question for this 

Congress is this: We have said that this money shall be paidout. “A! 
right,’ say the Senate, ‘ but it shall only be with limitations; there 
shall be a working balance of twenty millions; and secondly, there shail 
be that discretion in the who shall make report to Congress 
immediately, that Congress may have an opportunity to pass upon't. 
I do not hesitate to say it is not what I wanted. It is not what | co 
tended for as one of the managers of the conference on the part 0! the 
House. But it is no surrender to the Senate. It is no abandonment 
of any principle. It is merely to say, ‘‘I belong to a House which 
can not act in and by itself; I am a member of a body whose s'™p' 
resolution has no effect, but in order to have an effect must also ps 
the Senate. I am powerless to have this thing except in this way; " 
is this or nothing. Shall I do nothing ?’’ : 

There was one reason why I could not agree to do nothing. Iam 
Democrat. But Iam more than a Democrat. I am a partisin, 
doubt; Iam nohalf-way man. I donotstraddlethe fence. Wes"! 
go tothe people and say, ‘‘ Here is the Democratic House which wants 
to pay out the us and the Republican Senate will not permit it 
But I am not only a Democrat. {[ hope I am something else. ie 
that on the committee I was arenes not merely the House = 
of its managers but behind that House I was representing the thr 
hundred and twenty-five constituencies who sent us here. 1 ws ~~ » 
senting the humble man, part of the fruits of whose sweat is daily 
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by this indirect taxation which you will not reduce. I was represent- 
:>@ there the widow and her orphan children whose great struggle in 
life is made more onerous because she has to pay part of her little earn- 
ings inconsequence of that protective system which you will not revise. 
] was representing every section of the country and said, if we could 
not get all we wanted, if we could not send the fructifying stream from 
the without limit, we would at least turn as much of it as 
could be over the country. ; 

We can devote our efforts to the settlement of the great policy that 
the public debt shall be paid without postponement, without prolong- 
ment, without excuse, and if we can not get it exactly as we want it 
we ought to take the best we can, and next year we will take another 
step and the year after another. And when I recollect the sum of 
money now in the Treasury, with so much more coming in before we 
can reach another option call, I ask why should we lose this measure 
by quarreling over the details ? 

This provides for the calling of one hundred and thirty-two millions 
of bonds. In my judgment no emergency will arise that will be a rea- 
son for postponing the payment of those bonds. And I say to my 
friend from New York [Mr. Hewitt], with great respect, another 
month has passed in safety since he predicted these disasters. é 

Mr. HEWITT. I did not predict they would happen at this time. 
But I predict now they are going to happen. 

Mr. BLAND. You predicted that in 1877. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My friend is always predict- 
ing what will happen to-morrow, and that morrow never comes. We 
have had another month nearly since we had this discussion; and there 
is piled up in that Treasury $80, 206,325.98 of a balance, with nine mill- 
ions of revenue over all expenditures during the mouth, and there has 
been no disaster. 

Ten million dollars of these bonds could have been called and the 
surplus would not have been diminished quite a million of dollars. 
So the experience of July is the same since January 30. Against the 
sad predictions of my friend [Mr. Hewirt] I again place this prac- 
tical experience. : 

Mr. Speaker, we have outstanding $132,000,000 of bonds; we have 
a balance of $80,000,000; our revenues exceed our expenditures by 
from $8,000,000 to $9,000,000 a month; and to pay $10,000,000 a month 
on this debt under such circumstances will bring ruin, produce disas- 
ter, precipitate a panic, stain our financial escutcheon, and cause bank- 
ruptey! I beg pardon that Iam incredulous. It is simply impos- 
sible. 

My colleague and others have asked this question: ‘‘ What are we go- 
ing to do with the banks, and what currency will we have when we pay 
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right; and I always regret to see a man who has been right ‘‘ fall from 
grace,’’ as in the case of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no doubt my friend 
from Iowa is a Methodist and believes in “falling from grace,’’ and 
that he lives up to his principles. [Laughter.}] As my friend from 
Texas (Mr. MILLs] suggests, I aman old-fashioned Presbyterian and 
believe in the ‘‘final perseverance of the saints’’ [laughter]; and if I 
can not be saved like Enoch was I am willing to accept salvation in a 
more humble way. 

This is a pure business proposition. We meet as directors around 
the table of a business corporation; for this great imperial Republic 
of ours is a great corporation. In its mere business aspect it is a mag- 
nificent corporation; and when we gather round this legislative table 
as a sort of board of directors, in the management of the business of 
this mighty corporation, shall any of us stand on his particular opin- 
ion as to matters of detail and say that nothing shall be done unless 
his standard is accepted ? 

In my short public service here I have had in my heart two purposes. 
One was that, so far as I was concerned, the legislation of the country 
should be a matter of mutual compromise on true principles but im- 
partial and just as to every section and interest; the other, that as far 
as my party was concerned we should come closer together. During 
this session no word of bitterness toward either party has escaped my 
lips, and it is my determination that none shall. 

This proposition in one aspect of it isa mere proposition as to dollars 
and cents, but in another aspect it is more than that; for when I take 
a column of figures like those given in the statistics of our country they 
are to me no longer figures, but become instinct with life, animate with 
labor and hope. They turn themselves into houses and homes, into 
parents and families. I see in them the result of toil and sacrifice, of 
labor and love, and I come to the discharge of these duties and the con- 
templation of these subjects with a profound thanksgiving that these 
people are my brethren and that I have some opportunity to do or say 
something for them. In this spirit I have united in this report. I 
gave up to somé extent my own views, and I only ask that in this 
spirit it be received by the House which I have attempted to represent. 
[Applause]. 

Mr. HISCOCK obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, if I did not oc- 
cupy the whole of my time, I desire to yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. MiLts]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I will reserve ten min- 
utes, and yield five to the gentleman from Texas. 
















off those bonds?’ I donot know how the problem is to be solved; but 
I do not doubt the men who have that problem in hand—call them if 
you choose ‘* masters of finance ’’—will be able to solve it. And this I 
know: It does not — usto postpone its solution by piling the money 
up in the Treasu: keeping it there. 

The difference between my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], and myself is simply this: I am 
Willing to take the half-loaf of compromise legislation. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Oh, no; you are willing to take it if the 
Secretary of the Treasury will let you have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am willing to take it on 





Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to proceed now. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I rise toa pointoforder. I was entitled 


to an hour, and yielded part of it. I want it to be understood that I 
am not to be deprived of my right to control my time. 


The SPEAKER. That can only be understood with the House. 


The Chair has not control of that matter. If any gentleman who may 
hold the floor in his own right should demand the previous question, 
and the House should order it, all debate would be closed, 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Then I must claim the floor now. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock], a 


member of the Committee on Ways and Means, has been recognized. 

the idea that a public officer of the Government means to discharge his Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But how can the Chair recognize any 

duty. gentleman as against me, when I was entitled tothe floor for one hour? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask the gentleman if he has not the The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa yielded the floor and 

power of paying it out now, and why does he not do it? reserved his time. Four gentlemen are in the same situation, having 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Because he disagrees with | reserved such portion of their time as they did not occupy. 

us. But when the law is passed which says that he shall pay it out Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The reason I desired net to be deprived 

some emergency arises requiring him to postpone the payment, | of the residue of my time was because I had promised it to other gen- 

then to say he will not pay it outeven though no such emergency comes, | tlemen. 

8 to say he is a violator of the law and an official perjurer, and I am 


€ Mr. MILLS. DoI understand that the gentleman from New York 
mae ne: to aay that. [Mr. Hiscock] proposes to occupy the floor for one hour ? 
= WEAVER, of Iowa. He is the judge of the emergency himself. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I take the floor in my own right and propose that 

BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentucky. Is nota judge of the Supreme | an hour be occupied on this side of the House. Thus far the time has 

Court the judge of the cases coming before him? Isnot the President | been occupied on the other side. I donot think there has beenan equal 
“an upon to judge in a case of executive duty which he has to de- | division. 


Are not we the judges of what we shall do in a given emer- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
_— That is the whole point between those gentlemen and my- 


’ I was willing that the gen- 
tleman from New York should go on now, but I thought the other ar- 


‘ rangement would be more satisfactory to him. 
1am surprised—no, not rised, because it always occurs on meas- Mr. HISCOCK. TI prefer that the gentleman reserve the residue of 
te” expediency, which are dignified into measures of principle, that | his time till I get through. 


twoextremes meet ther—I will not say ‘‘flap together” —but | TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will proceed. 
¥ho would have 


lows the day would come when my friend from Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the burden of the remarks on the 
H (Mr. Weaver] and my venerable friend from New York [Mr. | other side by those who oppose this report, as well as those who favor 
Ewirt] would be together as wheel-horses in the same team, | it, is an anxiety to pay the public debt. 

fr the purpose of 


the surplus in the public Treasury? Ifa The distinguished gentleman from Kentucky grew exceedingly elo- 
Were drawn of the scenes in this Congress, what would be more | quent on this theme. I may be permitted in this connection to call 
to the good people of Iowa than to see my friend from Jowa | the gentleman's attention to the rapidity with which the public debt 

Keveel horse in the same team with the honorable gentleman from | has been paid—$1,300,000,000 in twenty years! Thirteen hundred 
ae pe Hewrrr] ss paying the public debt out of the | million dollars in twenty years—I speak from recollection—and in 
Treasury? [Laughter and applause. } that period of time we resumed specie payment, and since we resumed 

VER, of Iowa. I am always willing to have any man do | specie payment we have maintained the parity between gold and sil- 
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ver. Weresumed specie payment and paid this vast volume of the 
public debt. The Republican party did it, I say, and we paid it with- 
out debasing one coin—no, I will not say without debasing one coin, 
but without driving out one coin and substituting for it another of an 
inferior value. 

I am entirely willing gentlemen on the other side should plume 
themselves on this question now that they wish to pay the public 
debt. It has been one of the issues upon which they have gone to the 
country, that we have been keeping in the Treasury vast sumsof money 
which could be applied to its payment, $400,000,000 of surplus we have 
been told. I think the Democratic resolutions in their last national 
convention announced that we were accumulating a surplus in the 
Treasury at the rate of $100,000,000 a year, or tothat effect. Now 
they come here and ask to disburse upon the public debt the sums of 
money we have collected, the sums of money collected under laws due 
to Republicanadministrations. And the administration that came into 
power upon that resolution resists this branch of Congress, the House, 
that originated the measure, upon the ground there is nosurplus in the 
‘Treasury and they must continue to exercise the discretion wisely re- 
posed in their predecessors. What a commentary on Democratic pre- 
tenses ! 

So much, Mr. Speaker, in response to the gush on the other side of 
the Chamber that we should rash onward and disburse the balances 
in the Treasury, no matter if it drives us to a silver basis; no ‘matter 
what effect it may have we must rush onward in the direction of the 
paymentof the publicdebt. Is therenot adesire to break public faith— 
embarrass even the administration they elected—at the bottom of it? 
No nation on the face of the earth has accomplished so much in the 
direction of debt-paying as this. I admit frankly I am not animated 
either by a desire to pay it, or not to pay it, in my support of the re- 
port brought in by the conference committee. 

But I must to some extent reply to the partisan, political arguments 
made on the other side of the House. 

I say I am not influenced by the question of the payment of the 
public debt and for the reason that it is absolutely certain that all 
of it will be paid—that is, payable at the option of the Government— 
before the time bonds will mature in 1891, and at the present low 
rate of interest, and taking into account the uses to which the 3 per- 
cents are put as security for circulation, it is questionable whether it 
is desirable they all be paid in the next fourteen months rather than 
have their payment extend annually through to 1891. 

My colleague from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] has called attention to 
the Senate amendment to the resolution, and says, if I understand him, 
it is defective in that it imposes no restriction on the power of the Sec- 
retary to pay out this surplus. He may pay out the surplus upon the 
public debt, no matter what effect it may have? Is not that the law 
to-day? He has the power to pay all the surplus now on the public 
debt. The only effect of the amendment is that it commands him 
within certain limits to pay out more than he may choose to in the 
discretion which he has under the present law. 

Mr. Speaker, I admit, if I could have my way about it, I would not 
interfere with this question—the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; I would not limit it at all. The resolution reported by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] did not hve my approval 
and did not have my support. I accept the report of the committee 
of conference for this reason; I recognize the fact there is a determina- 
tion on the part of Congress to have a direct, positive policy and limit 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, and therefore I pro- 
pose as far as I am able to shape that policy in the direction of honest, 
capable, and just management of the finances of our country, and 
looking to the credit of the Government itself, and retain as much dis- 
cretion as I can to the Secretary. 

This resolution differs from the one reported to the House by the 
Committee on Ways and Means which passed here, in that it increases 
the amount to the extent of $20,000,000 below which the Secretary of 
the Treasury is not compelled to go in the payment of the balances in 
the Treasury upon the interesting-bearing debt, and that is an improve- 
ment of the resolution as it left the House, in my judgment, 

I do not know, sir, that I quite agree with the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Llinois that the effect of that provision in this report, or 
in the Senate amendment, may be that which he claims for it. I can 
conceive of a state of finances, during the present fiscal year, that 
might render it very improbable that our surplus of revenues will be 
so large, and make it possible to pay the whole of the $10,000,000 
each month from them, or any part of it; and I believe quite probable 
a condition of the finances in this country in the present year which 
would render it necessary to encroach upon the whole surplus now in 
the Treasury even to the extent of the 000,000, which is reserved 
by the Senate amendment as a working balance in the to ex- 
ecute the resolution as it the House. And that is one of the 
potential reasons why I favor this report of the conference committees 
of = two Houses. 

ave before me a statement of the ion bills as have 
passed Congress, or their minimum ae and shall 
publish it with my remarks, and now invite attention to it, 
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Status of the regular appropriation bills, amounts appropriated },,, 
together with the miscellaneous appropriations. 


Title of bill. 


Agricultural....... 
Army 
Consular and diplomat 
District of Columbia... 
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Sundry civil...... 
River and harbo 
Deficiency ..... 
Urgent deficie 
Miscellaneous ......... 
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* Including $5,739,495.41 to pay awards of the Alabama Claims ( 
and which is incident to the act approved June 5, 1882. (Vo 
Statutes at Large.) 

The Treasury Department makes up its account in respect | 
postal revenues and expenditures for that service by charg 








other revenues with the deficiency in the postal revenues to pay fort 
service. It of course makes no difference in the final result whet 
the account is made that way or the postal revenues are added to the 
other revenues of the Government and the expenses of the service added 
to the other side; but to avoid confusion I will make up my accoun: 
in the method adopted by the Government. 
‘he appropriations less those for the postal service are as fol 

All appropriations by this Congress... ............:cssseresseeseersereess $264, 326, 4 
Less for postal service. ..... ........c000 ses seseceseees 


The amount of the permanent annual indefinite appropriations 
| po geiniensihminganersonbaininebgrmnnrssoqenimmeabsueguenneeuecewoncees 0+ +ece , 


To this must be added the deficiency in the postal revenues to 
pay for that service (estimated by the Government)............. 


To this must be added for judgments recovered in custom cases 
for excess of duties collected (estimated by the Treasury Dc- 
SEEN dG. $5 léegliedabapedssidseveeadbatehehpemnasgincewh svesvolastiestoceees: ‘ $5 0 


ABBTOGALC 0000 cccccccceese coccessoccesocncescoss secceveccocneceseesseseseess ++ 
The revenues of the Government for the last year amounte: to 
II asc cvsocscvccsesveeses covcecee woecsedbeisnecnesbeesinetabeebtnseeebes cece: <0 4, 733, 21 

When we shall adjourn, the amounts can not vary $250,(00 froz 
those I have given. The revenues for the last year were 315,50), 
more than for 1885, and are, judged by former years, quite |ikely to 
fall off in the present year that amount from what they were in 1> 
but grant they remain the same, the appropriations made by this = 
sion of Congress are morethan madeat the last session for this thesim 
administration in its first yearof trial, and we have been compelled 
this session to provide $14,000,000 for deficiencies, and no one W! 
claim less than f that amount, $7,000,000, will be voted at the next 
session, when the Congressional elections are over; and it is absolu! 
certain jhat upon the basis of last year’s receipts our appropriations 
including annual, permanent, miscellaneous, and the requiremen’s © 
the sinking fund, will exhaustourrevenues; and if thisshould transpt 
it is a wise provision that permits the Secretary of the Treasury to 
serve the $20,000,000 for a working balance. Nothing less might /or 
a silver basis or the encroachment upon funds held in trust, or Pp“ 
the Governmentat the mercy of speculative combinations. ; 

this it is a mere question of the use of the $20,000," = 
the discretion of the , for the discretion as to paying 1! 0% 
on the debt or keeping it in the Treasury is reposed in the Secre\* 
ofthe Treasury. It is altogether too inconsequential for this Hous 
hesitate over as a point of disagreement between it and the “ms 
from the standpoint of those who favored the resolution as\t p= 
the House. 

Now, I come to the next great difference between the Senate n°" 
House, and desire to call the attention of the House to the » uae? 
contained in the Senate amendment to which exception has een 
upon the other side: a 

And whenever in the case of any extraordinary emergency not 10 CX 
and when thereof in the opinion of the Secretary of the Tress") 
terest shall require it, he may by a written order postpone the)" 
call for the saauenn at Seats tndokianenes for such period of time as sb*! 
necessary to maintain the public credit unimpaired. 

I wish to call the attention of the House closely to that seer 
We give to the of the Treasury the power to suspen’ 
action of this statute. When? When the public credit is in 4978 
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when national honor is involved, when a great financial calamity is to 
be averted by such action, or when the banks are in trouble, when our | 
pusiness men are in distress, or when, I repeat it, it is necessary to 
maintain the public credit unimpaired. I appeal to gentlemen on the 
other side of the House and upon this side who voted for this resolu- 
tion as it the House to give attention to this matter. Congress | 
‘s not always in session. Would you not vest some power or discretion 
‘n this high official to rest there so as to protect the public credit in 
cases of danger ? 


the Treasury, @ member of a Democratic administration, a man of their | 
own choice, he is unworthy to be charged with that discretion? Why, | 
Mr. Speaker, for twenty years or more that discretion has rested with 
a Republican Secretary. For twenty years or more a Republican Sec- 
retary has had that wise discretion. For twenty years he has had the 
power to pay out all of this surplus upon the interest-bearing public 
debt or withhold payment, and this discretion has been exercised with 
that wisdom, as I have said, that we were able not only to protect the 
public eredit but to resume specie payments. 

The resumption act wentinto effect, and since that time we have been 
enabled to maintain on an equality our gold and silver coinage. We 
can point to what we have done as illustrating the wisdom of giving 
this diseretion to the executive branch of theGovernment. As was said 
by the gentleman from Illinois, the Secretary of the Treasury is more 
especially under the control of Congress. Why, then, I ask, should not 
we leave that discretion with him? 

The wisdom of that policy has already been demonstrated. It is | 
true ingtrong language we have placed the discretion in the bill; and 
perhaps he might feel that there was imposed upon him a greater re- 
sponsibility in exercising it than under the presentlaw. And yet I as- | 
sume that any Secretary of the Treasury will always pay out the money 
upon the interest-bearing debt as he thinks it safe for the interests of 
the Government and for the interest of the people. And, sir, I am 
quite willing to leave with the present Secretary of the Treasury, or 
the acting Secretary, Mr. Fairchild, or any Secretary President Cleve- 
land may nominate and the Senate confirm, the exercise of all the dis- 
cretion, all the power necessary to preserve the business interests of the 
country, the credit and honor of the nation. 

Then, what is the effect of this report of the conference? As the 
gentleman from [linois reads it, there is no difference between it and 
the resolution as it passed the House.. As I read it, there may possi- 
bly be none until we come to the question of discretion; and then the 
question is presented whether we shall reserve to a high officer, under 
the control, however, of Congress, a discretion in the interest of the 
public credit, integrity, and honor, and the business interests of the 
ones to suspend these payments at a time when they may demand 
them. 

I would elevate this question above partisanship. Any officer, to 
whatever party he may belong, whatever its policy, sentiment, or preju- 
dices may be, will rise to the occasion. I think it better that we leave 
the whole matter where it is now, without any limitations, but it seems 
to me that there isa power in the Democratic majority to force some 
action from Congress op this question, and therefore I accept the con- 
ference report as the best thing attainable and toavert something worse. 
And trusting to the wisdom of the Secretary of the Treasury, I would 
be willing to leave it all and precisely where it is now; but I recognize 
the fact that this has been made a great political question. I recognize 
the fact that some action will be forced from Congress on this question; 
and in view of that fact when propositions are presented which are con- 
servative in character, and from which I can see no danger if the admin- 
istration is brave and wise, I deem it the part of wisdom on the part of 
those who agree with me on this question, that they accept the propo- 
sition as it comes to us, and therefore, sir, it is that I, for one, con- 
cluded to unite in this report agreeing to the amendments adopted by 
the Senate to the House resolution. 

_I can not, sir, be as mach of an alarmist as my colleague from New 
York (Mr. Hewrrr] on this subject. I might agree with him; I do 
agree with him; there is no necessity for this or any action; but so 
long as this discretion is reserved to one branch of the Government, so 
Jong as there is retained the power to suspend the operation of this law, 
I certainly can see none of the disasters which he is disposed to paint, 
=n he predicts will come from this action on the part of Con- 
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I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaNNon]. 

. Mr. CANNON. I am gratified to have a little time in which to say 
oan for the resolutions it passed the House, and I was heartily in 
of it for the reason that it directed the Secretary of the Treasury 
substantially example that was set him by Republican 
of the although it was not quite so radical in its 
as the of ‘the Republican Secretaries of the Treasury 
iy I — for the conference report because it 
effect the Secretary of the Treasury to pay in sums of not less 
ten millions a month $60,000,000 now in the Treasury and the 
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"think that cam safely be done and ought to be done. 
will say in addition that I have little sympathy with some reasons 
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| that are urged against the adoption of the report, and perhaps I have 


| the reason that his party can not settle and 1 


Will our friends upon the other side say that, though the Secretary of | the silver question or the gold qu 


| money in the Treasury. 


| cussion in this House that the 


| as upon silver alone, or vice versa. 
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not much sympathy with some reasons that are given for its adoption. 
But I will not quarrel with members of the House while voting with 
them as to what their reasons may be for voting as I do. 

I want to say further to the gentleman from New York [Mr 
ITT}, for whose ability I willsay. Lh lv said 
ing all financial questions as well 
spect, that I do not 


HEw- 
ent re, touch- 
as other estions, I have great re- 
athize with his views on this resolution for 
1 ot r party « 1 settle 
* or other 
‘to killa 


tree by lopping off the ty l when I 


say that I also want to say that I have no sympath ith t 
extreme in his party represented by the gentleman from low: 
WEAVER] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 1 
favor of maintaining both metals. The unit ought to rest on both n 
only in theory but in fact. I sometimes think from tl irse of « 
utleman from lowa and the gentleman 
from Missouri and others who agree with 
because it is the cheaper metal 

unit was to rest upon silver 


them are in favor of silver 
ul of the two and would be content if the 
wtically to the exclusion of gold for the 





pt ; 
reason, and that reason only, that it is the cl 


t heaper. I have 


no sym- 
soon the unit would re ] 


stupon gold 


pathy with that view. I would as 

I want to say further to the gentleman from New York that the bur- 
den rests upon himand his party to give proper legislation. It make 
but little difference what my party or myself may think about it und: 
existing circumstances, we are in the minority. The gentleman from 
New York sees danger in the immediate future and would hoard the 
money iu the Treasury. I say again, in my opinion that is not th 
true remedy. If a remedy is provided it must be by apt and proper 
legislation at the hands of the party now in power that will keep both 
of these metals permanently circulating side by side. But I do not 
think your party will doit. You can tear down, but have no ability 
to construct. I have oneconsolation. I donot think any party is per- 
fect; but I have one consolation. I havealways beenan humble mem- 
ber of the Republican party, and although it may have had shortcom- 
ings, failed here or went too far there, never through the long years 
that it has had power was a responsibility thrown upon it, financial or 
otherwise, but it met it and met it by its own strength, wisdom, and 
power. 

Now the people have seen proper to put us in the minority and the 
responsibility is upon you. And you occupy the attitude not of solv- 
ing this question with or without the aid of the minority, but you oc- 
cupy the attitude before the country to-day of failing to solve the ques- 
tion, quarreling among yourselves, and, when some temporary measure 
(it is merely temporary) is brought up to utilize the surplus in the 
Treasury for the payment of the public debt and compel your Secretary 
of the Treasury to do what he should do on his own motion, or when 
any other financial or revenue question comes up you fall afoul of each 
other, and in the mean time the country goes without revenue legisla- 
tion and without financial legislation that will either settle the question 
at issue or show a plain road in which we can march in our onward 
course in the future. 

And yet the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], my col- 
league on the Committee of Ways and Means [ Mr. Morrison }, the gen 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hewi7r] with his extreme notions at one 
end and thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] atthe other extreme, 
after all these dissensions and failures, come here in the expiring hou 
of this session and again advertise themselves and exclaim, ‘Great is 
Democracy,’’ and appeal to sixty millions of people to give them a new 
lease of power. Ido not believe the people will doit. I know they 
ought not to do it, and I shall not believe they will until I see it done. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, when the joint resolution was before the 
House, I voted against its passage for the reason that I regarded it as too 
compulsory in its character; but since it has been amended by the Sen- 
ate, soas to guard more carefully the surplus of $100, 000,000 in the Treas- 
ury for the redemption of the United States notes, and placed a cash 
working balance of $20,000,000 at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, together with the power given to the President in an extraor- 
dinary emergency to suspend the further call for the payment of our 
indebtedness for such a period of time as shall be necessary to main- 
tain the public credit unimpaired, I have no hesitation now in voting 
for the resolution, especially as it contains another amendment of great 
interest to my people and one involving the honor and integrity of the 
Government. My object in arising at this}time is almost entirely for 
the purpose of urging the House to instruct its conferees on this reso- 
lution to accept and adopt the Senate amendment which relates to the 
redemption and recoinage of trade-doliars, as follows: 

Sec. —. That for a period of six months after the passage hereof, United States 
trade-dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, shall be received at their 
face value in payment of al! dues to the United States, and shall not be again 
paid out or in any other manner issued. 

Src. —. That the holder of any United States trade-dollars, during the period 
aforesaid,on presentation of the same at the office of the Treasurer or any as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States, may receive in exchange therefor a like 


amount and value, dollar for dollar, in standard silver dollars or in subsidiary 
coins (at the option of the holder) of the United States. 
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shall not be paid out or in any other manner issued, but, at the expense of the 
United States, she!! be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into stand- 
Se That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the coinage and issuance 
of United States trade-doliars are hereby repealed. 

This amendment, as I understand it, is in the exact words of the bill 
reported to the House by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures on the 29th of April last. And this is the first opportunity for an 
expression of opinion on this question in this Congress. It will be re- 
membered that in the last Congress the House passed by a large majority 
a bill similar to this amendment. 

In the brief time aliotted for discussion it is not necessary for me to 
go into the history of the coinage of trade-dollars in the United States 
and the causes leading thereto. You are aware that the authority to 
coin them was given under the act of February 12, 1873, in the follow- 
ing words: 

The silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a half-dollar or 
50-cent piece, a quarter dollar or 25-cent piece, a dime or a 10-cent piece. 

The act defines the relative proportion of pure silver and alloy in the 
trade-dollar, and directs that the devicesand legends upon itshall be the 
same as upon other coins of the United States. The actalso makes it a 
legal tender with other designated coins of the same act to the extent 
of $5. It also bore on its back the certificate of the United States that 
it was of certain weight and fineness. Relying on this certificate and 
pledge of the nation it became a current coin at home as well as abroad, 
and debts to the amount of millions were paid by it. It has been as- 
serted that it was never intended for home circulation and that the leg- 
islative purpose of its creation was to promote trade with China and 
other Asiatic countries by making a coin that would be acceptable to 
them. While this may be true, the specific object of the law was not 
made known by the law itself. There was no prohibitory clause; on 
the other hand it led the people to believe that it was just as much a 
coin of the United States as any of the other legalized issues; for the 
act expressly says the silver coins of the United States shall he a trade- 
dollar, a half-dollar, &e. The same act further recognized it by declar- 
ing it to be a crime to counterfeit it. 

As a reason for not redeeming trade-dc™‘ars it has been claimed that 
they did not go into circulation until after the passage of the joint rés- 
olution of 1876 which took away their legal-tender quality. This is 
not true, for it is shown by the statistics of coinage and exports that at 
that date three millions more had been coined than had been exported. 
Betore the passage, however, of the joint resolution the Government 
had coined some fifteen million trade dollars, and after its passage the 
Government continued to coin them until $20,000,000 more had been 
issued. The act of 1873, section 16, provides that no other silver coins 
shall be issued from the mints except those mentioned inthe act. From 
1873 to 1878 the only silver dollars coined by the United States were 
trade-dollars. When Congress took away their legal-tender quality it 
made no provision for their redemption, and very unwisely continued 
to coin them for several months after the passage of the act of 1878. It 
has been claimed by some persons, particularly Dr. James C. Hallock, 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., who has for years maintained that every man has 
aright to pay the Treasury in its own coin, including trade-dollars, that 
the act of February 12, 1878, provides for their unlimited legal-tender 
quality the same as for standard silver dollars, and repeals so much of 
the joint resolution of July 22, 1876, as refers to trade-dollars. 

The act of February 28, 1878, provides as follows: ‘* That there shall 
be coined at the several mints of the United States silver dollars of the 
weight of 412} grains troy of standard silver [900 fine], which coins, to- 
gether with all silver dollars heretofore coined by the United States of 
like weight and fineness, shall be a legal tender,” &c. Insection 3 it is 
provided that ‘‘ any holder of the coin authorized by this act may de- 

it the same with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the 
nited States in sums not less than $10, and receive therefor certificates 
of not less than $10 each, corresponding with the denominations of the 
United States notes.’’ If,as has been claimed by some, the trade-dol- 
lar was intended for circulation in China only, it may well be asked, 
Why was it necessary to make it a legal tender and at the same time 
provide that no other silver coins be issued by the mints, and why did 
the Government continue to coin them in excess of the foreign demand 
for two years after the repeal of their legal-tender quality and until 
nearly $36,000,000 had been coined? How were the common people to 
know that they were intended for China alone? There was no such 
provision in the law. There was nothing about them to indicate that 
they were not intended for trade at home as well as abroad. It bore 
on its face the American goddess of liberty and the thirteen stars rep- 
resenting the thirteen original States, also the motto, ‘“‘In God we 
trust,’’ and on the reverse it said, ‘‘ Trade dollar.’ If it can be said 
they were not intended for trade at home, it can also be said that there 
was no intention to authorize their refusal whenever they happened 
to a — circulation in this country. 
n the collection of duties by the Secretary of the Treasury duri 
the years 1875, 1876, 1877, and 1878 duties on merchandise im ed 
from countries using a silver standard of payment were estimated ‘‘at 


the trade-dollar rate’’ of 420 grains of standard silver as the equivalent 
of $1 in gold. oF. ” 
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The remonetization of silver under the act of February 28, 1g79 
made the standard silver dollar and “‘all silver dollars heretofor, 
coined by the United States of like weight and fineness ”’ a legal ieee 
and exchangeable for silver certificates. Now the question arises what 
coin should be regarded as of like weight and fineness? Accord, 
to precedents established in the early history of our Government it 
was conceded that an excess of silver worked no injury even in pieces 
illegally coined by the mint. Secretary Folger, in his report of |ss> 
said, ‘The reading of the law taught the people that the trade-dollar 
was a coin of their sovereignty, and for the redemption of which at a, 
unabated value their Government is bound.’’ He, however, held the 
opinion that its distinctive name, trade-dollar, was sufficient to destroy 
its legal-tender quality. But in accordance with his views that they 
were a coin of the sovereignty he recommended in his annual report of 
1883 that they be redeemed by the Government at their face ya) ye. 

The dollar of the fathers, about which there has been so much elo. 
quent talk, was coined before 1837, and weighed 416 grains. Under 
the usual construction of the law that excess worked no injury, Sec. 
retary Folger decided that these 416 grain dollars were constructively 
of like weight and fineness with the standard silver dollar, and tho 
United States Treasurer has always received them the same as standard 
silver dollars. The same reasoning which led the Secretary to take the 
416-grain dollar should have required him to accept the 420-grain 
dollar, for an excess of 7} grains could work no greater injury than ay 
excess of 3} grains. The fourth section of the act of 187s repeals a)! 
acts and parts of acts inconsistent with its provisions. It is claimed 
by Dr. Hallock that it is evidently inconsistent to make the dollar of 
4123 grains a legal tender and leave the other dollar of 420 grains wit). 
out that quality. Consequently that part of the resolution of 175 
which declares ‘‘that the trade-dollar shall not hereafter be a leva) 
tender,’’ being inconsistent, must have been repealed by the act of 
1878. It must follow, therefore, that the trade-dollar stands as a lez! 
tender precisely on the same footing as the standard silver dollar. | 
am informed that this view of the question was submitted early in May 
last by the President to the Attorney-General for his opinion. 

I am also informed that Attorney-General Garland has rendered an 
opinion, not published, that neither the dollar of the fathers nor the 
trade-dollar is a legal tender. He would have them both repudiated. 
Under the early precedents and the later rulings of Secretary Folger au 
excess can work no injury in the dollar of the fathers. Mr. Garlan4 
is alone in proposing to repudiate it. Common sense, it seems to me, 
ought to teach us that the more we have of a thing of value the better 
off we ought to be; therefore the Government could not possibly bea 
loser by accepting 420 grains of silver in exchange for 412} grains or, if 
in subsidiary coin, 385.8 grains. 

While arguing in the Attorney-General’s office the question of the 
Government receiving its own coin—the trade-dollar—Dr. Hallock dis- 
covered two precedents of inestimable value. The first is set forth in 
a Treasury circular issued by Oliver Wolcott, jr., Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who succeeded Alexander Hamilton in Washington’s cabiuet and 
held over for years in John Adams’s. This circular was issued while 
Congress was in session and after the House of Representatives had 
appointed (November 24, 1797), a select committee to report upon the 
subject (American State Papers, 1 Finance, 503). This important cir- 
cular reads as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, November 28,177 
To the collectors of customs and supervisors of the revenue : 


Sir: In consequence of the proclamation of the President of the United States, 
of the 22d of July, 1797, founded on the act of Congress passed on the Sth day o! 
February, 1793, entitled “An act regulating foreign coins, and for other purposes 
all foreign silver coins, except Spanish milled dollars, and parts of suc) dollar 

be a legal tender for the payment of any debts or demands, after tie 
15th day of October last. : 

The president and directors of the Bank of the United States having, however, 
manifested their consent to receive French crownsand other foreign silver coins 
at the rates at which the same were current,and a legal tender, prior to 
time mentioned in the President's proclamation, it has been deemed avis) 
to permit the said foreign coins to be received in payment of the revenues of te 
United States on the terms and conditions prescribed in the act of Congress & 
February 9, 1793, before mentioned. i va 

To obviate inconveniences which may attend the negotiation of TreasuTy 

the supervisors and collectors are, however, requested to specify, !) Uieit 
weekly returns to this Department, the sums which may, from time to ime, F 
main in their . of foreign silver coins, which are not, by law, tenes! 
in payment debts; they are ane requested to give information whethe F — 
said coins are, or are not current, by common consent, to the end that such ice 
ures may be adopted, for the collection of the revenues, as circumstances 514i! 
found to require. 


The second precedent is found in a communication from William I! 
Crawford, Secretary of the Treasury, to W. B. Rochester, chairm® ot 
the House Committee on the Mint (American State Papers, 4 Finance 
232). By the act of March 3, 1819, foreign gold coins had ceased, a!'«" 
November 1, 1819, to bea tender within the United States for the py 
mentof debtsordemands. How little Secretary Crawford was deter” 
by that law from doing what was right will be seen in the following 

Treasuny Derantuent, February 3, 15> 
: to your letter of the 3ist ultimo, inquiring whether it would ne 
be expedient to make the gold coins of Great Britain, Portugal, Franc®, — 
Spain receivable in payments to the United States at greg aaa 
that it is Ot pee “that they Should be made a lawful tender in al! pay" 
ments to the United States on account of public lands. 
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e expiration of the act of Congress which made them a legal tender 
dpenayment of debts in the United States, the receivers of public money were 
thorized to continue to receivethem in all payments on account of public 
fends and they are, in fact, now received by them. This authority was given, 
first because no doubt was entertained that the creditors of the Government in 


the States and Territories where the land offices were esiablished would receive | 


in preference to the notes of the State banks established in those 


such coin 


crates and Territories, and, second, because the refusal of those coins and of the | 
d - -s of the local banks would have placed it out of the power of the purchasers | 
ae public lands to make payment, as the notes of the Bank of the United | 


“tates and of its offices did not circulate among them, and the current coin of the 
Union did not circulate in sufficient quantity to meet even a small proportion 
of the payments due to them. 


Congress, both in 1798 and 1823, passed laws continuing in force the 
action of the Treasury Department. 
The Treasury Department has never refused the ‘‘ dollar of the fathers, ”’ 


which dollar of 416 grains the Attorney-General, I am informed, holds | 


to be no more of a legal tender than the trade-dollar. Even if it is held 
that this “daddy dollar”’ is not a legal tender, still, following these 
precedents above cited, the Treasury Department is justified in contin- 
uing to receive this piece of 416 grains. In like manner, if it is held 
that the trade-dollar is not a legal tender under the law of 1878, and 
that that law has not repealed the joint resolution of 1876, which says that 
‘the trade-dollarshall not hereafter be a legal tender,” still the Treasury 
Department would, in view of these illustrious examples, be justified in 
receiving the trade-dollar of 420 grains the same as standard silver dol- 
lars of 412 grains. But the Treasury Department refuses to follow the 
examples set by the administrations of John Adams and Monroe; and 
holders of trade-dollars must look to Congress for relief. 

Ab! but we are very wisely informed that these trade-dollars have 
been sold at a discount, and are now in the hands of speculators. If 
this be true, who is responsible? Who made speculation possible? 
Why, the Congress of the United States when it took away their legal- 
tender quality without making any provision for their redemption. 

Even if the assertion were true that they are in the hands of specu- 
lators, it would be no good and sufficient reason why the Government 
should not redeem them. During the rebellion, when the Government 
was compelled to issue many million dollars of bonds, they were some- 
times purchased at a great discount, but the Government did not claim 
because the bonds were sold below par that it would not redeem them 


at theirfacevalue. So far they have been paid dollar for dollar in gold 


or its equivalent. 
Bat we are not ready to admit that the trade-dollars have all passed 


into the hands of speculators. A little more than a year ago I made a 
very careful investigation as to the number of trade-dollars and the 
manner in which they were held in my State, Pennsylvania. I ad- 
dressed a circular ietter to the banks, bankers, and trust companies, and 
to many private individuals, requesting them to give me the amount of 
The result 
of that investigation was, as stated in my speech of March 27, 18835, as 


their holdings, and the manner in which they were held. 
follows: 
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126, it is our duty to adopt it. I know that some will object to its 
passage on the ground that the redemption of the trade-dollar will add 
to our already overabundant silver currency. From the report of the 
| present Director of the Mint, Dr. Kimball, we are informed that the 


ee | 


estimate made by his predecessor was that there were from five to six 
millions in the country. He says, ‘‘I am of the opinion that the esti- 

mate of seven millions is in excess of the actual amount rather than 

| below.”’ 

[ am one of the number who believe that the present coinage of sil- 

| Ver is in excess of the demand, and therefore should be suspended; 

| but in view of the fact that Congress made the trade-dollar a legal 

| tender, and subsequently demonetized it without making any provision 

| for its redemption, leaving several millions of them in the hands of in- 

nocent people who took them at their full face value, and who, unless 

some provision is made, will lose not less than 25 per cent., not count- 

ing loss of interest, I should feel derelict in my duty if I did not urge 
upon this Congress with all the ability, power, and influence I possess 
the passage of this amendment. 

This Government can not afford to take the advantage of its people 
by refusing to take its own coin any more than a private individual 
can refuse to pay his obligations in full or a national bank refuse to pay 
its notes in full. The passage of any law by the Congressof the United 
States which demonetizes any of its money without providing for its 
redemption is nothing more nor less than repudiation, a disgrace to the 
nation, and unworthy a great goverment like ours, professing to be 
founded on the broad principles of equal rights and equal justice to 
all men. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the joint resolution will pass as amended by the 
Senate. But should the conferees report the resolutions with the 
amendments stricken out, then I hope the House will not concur, but 
instruct the conferees on the part of the House to insist on the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I accept the action of the 
conference committee, although I should have preferred the resolution 
as it was originally passed by the House. I accept it because we asa 
people are doing quite well enough. Twenty years ago our national 
debtequaled twothousand seven hundred millions; to-day it is less than 
thirteen hundred millions. Twenty years ago the people contributed 
from their hard earnings for the payment of interest alone $151,000,000 
a year; now, all our annual interest account is reduced toa sum consid- 
erably below $50,000,000 a year, showing an annual saving by virtue of 
the economies that have characterized our national legislation of quitea 
hundred million dollars a year. Twenty years ago our credit was such 
that we were compelled to pay upon our national securities a rate of 
interest from 6 to 7.3 per cent. Notwithstanding the ravages of a des- 
olating war, and notwithstanding the burden of our indebtedness re- 
sulting from that war, the nation has been able so to appreciate the 
national credit that we can now command all the money we desire at 
the low rate of 3 percent., and while the British securities bearing in- 





Held ee eee creat nen AL PAT... cscs rer seereereenenees : a 749 | terest at 3 per cent. have touched par but four times in nearly a hun- 
Held ata discount from 10 to 15 eo - Peeps eee re a a dred years, and have been at times as low as 50 cents on the dollar— 


Less than 5 per cent. of the whole amount were taken at a discount. 


The correctness of my investigation is borne out by the reports of the 
Comptroller of the Currency and the Director of the Mint, made at the 
opening of the session to this Congress. By these reports it is shown 
that there are, independent of the banks, which hold $1,600,000, about 
$5,000,000 still in the hands of the people, nine-tenths of which are held 


at their face value. 


Within the last month I have had reported to me by private individ- 
tals living in the city of Philadelphia nearly $300,000 of these coins 
taken at their face value in the ordinary transactions of business and 
I have made no effort this session to accertain the 
amount still in the hands of the original holders; what have been re- 


still held by them. 


ported has heen done voluntarily and without solicitation on my part. 


Believing that the people of my State were still holding them and that 
they continued to have faith that this great Government of ours would 
own coin, but would in time redeem them, I did not 
If there are any that 

have been sold ata discount they are those belonging to the banks, 
lot to private individuals. For nearly three years these innocent 
have been holding them in the hope of their redemption. 

How 
If 
intend to redeem them let this Congress have manhood 
these people may sell, even at 25 per cent. dis- 
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, it is our duty to act at once on this question so that the 
Searcely a day passes that I 
ve a letter making the inquiry: What is Congress going to 
trade-dollars? Do you think they will beredeemed? Had 


My answerhas been in every instance that I believed the House would 

adjourn providing for their redemp'ion in some form, but 
fears of the action of the Senate. Now that the Senate has 
us by placing this amendment on joint resolution H. R. | not nominated as its candidate for the Presidency one of these 


long bonds as they are, not to be redeemed at all, but regarded as a 
permanent investment—while they have stood in that way, our short- 
term bonds, at the low rate of 3 per cent. interest, command a small 
premium in gold. 

Twenty years ago the aggregate of the currency incirculation among 
our people was but six hundred millions; to-day itissixteen hundred mill- 
ions. In view of these facts and circumstances, I am willing, at least at 
the close of this session, to allow this resolution to pass as it is, believing 
that in the future, if our condition should demonstrate the impropriety 
of this legislation, Congress has at all times a remedy which it can apply. 
A word or two more, Mr. Speaker. The distinguished author of this 
resolution protests against the government of the ‘‘ masters of finance.”’ 
Why, does my friend not know that his party has been at all times 
under the control of the gentlemen who manage the finances of the 
country in Wall street? All over the Northwest the Democracy has 
protested against the continued existence of the national banking sys- 
tem, and not a Democratic Representative has come to this Congress, 
within my knowledge, who has not come here upon a pledge that he 
would abolish that system; yet, although the Democratic party have 
been in controlof five out of the last six Congresses, they have not abol- 
ished a single national bank, and the masters of finance do not intend 
that they shall. Wall street has issued its edict, and the Democratic 
party bows to it, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] knows it 
better than anybody else, because he has been in more political parties 
than anybody else upon this floor and knows more about what they do, 
Why, sir, I remember that during the last campaign the present dis- 
tinguished Secretary of State was sent into New York to proclaim from 
the stamp that it was the purpose ofthe Democratic party todo—what? 
To pay off the greenbacks, retire them absolutely from circulation, and 
give the national-bank system an cternity in the finances of the nation. 
That is Democratic policy 

More than that, they complain that these ‘‘ masters of finance ’’ have 
adopted the idea of the single gold standard. Why, sir, there has not 
been a Democratic national convention within twenty years that has 
** mas- 
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ters of finance.’’ 
that has not put upon its forefront the Wall-street idea of finance. 

Complaints have been made through the platformsof opposing parties 
against Republican legislation; but these complaints have measurably 
been because that legislation has not gone to the extent of your idea. 
I remember the Saint Louis platform, in which the Republican party 
was rebuked, not for having declared its purpose to resume specie pay- 
ments, but because, as was charged, Republican policy had postponed 
resumption. 

While you are proclaiming your adherence to the idea of continuing 
the issue of the greenback currency you gentlemen know that it is the 
policy of the Democratic administration to withdraw the greenback 
circulation. While you oppose the national banking system you know 
it is the policy of your party to continue the system in existence. And 
while you protest against the gold standard you know it is the policy 
of your administration to recognize the single gold standard. And 
your protests are simply in the formof speeches. You talk against the 
policy—that is all. When you have had the power to change it you 
have not done so; you do not attempt to do so; you do not want to do 
so. You recognize the fact thatthe policy which has been pursued by 
the Government in the past has brought us to this era of unparalleled 
prosperity, for I assert that it is an era of unparalleled prosperity. I 
know it is a favorite idea of some gentlemen in this country that pros- 
perity depends upon the volume of money furnished by the Govern- 
ment or the banks for the use of the people; but there never was a 
greater mistake. Prosperity depends upon certain economical condi- 
tions which put money into active circulation. It is an economical 
truth which gentlemen have forgotten that the volume of money multi- 
plies itself in the ratio of its circulation; that a dollar used one hun- 
dred times rapidly is more than equal in its volume to one hundred <ol- 
lars used butonce. We do not want more money, but we want better 
financial conditions, so that the money which we have in abundance may 
be put in active circulation among the people. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BuTTERWORTH }. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the time accorded me is too 
short to enter upon the discussion of a question of such great importance 
asthis. Like my political associate on the right [Mr. Hiscock } I shall 
vote for the resolution as amended in conference by the committee of the 
two Houses. I shall vote for it not because it provides for $20,000,000 
working balance beyond that which was allowed by the termsofthe House 
resolution but because it now leaves to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
discretion which, in my judgment, is indispensable to the maintenance 
of the national credit. The discretion left with the Secretary of the 
Treasury by this amended resolution is, in my judgment, of more value 
to the maintenance of the financial credit of the United States than 
$50,000,000 of working balance with all discretion taken from the Sec- 
retary, as provided in the original resolution adopted by this House. 
With the power to exercise a wise and sound discretion in the matter 
of making timely preparation to dissipate or safely meet approaching 
financial disaster which may threaten to unsettle monetary conditions 
in this country a very small working balance would in fact be required. 
The ability to provide for an emergency in effect may prevent its occur- 
rence. The experience of the preceding administration conclusively 
proves this. Unhampered by the restrictions imposed by the House 
resolution, former Secretaries of the Treasury have been enabled to 
meet all obligations and rapidly pay off bonds subject to call, retaining 
in the Treasury a very small working balance. 

We have three or four times been confronted by portending financial 
disturbances, which would have brought disaster upon the country if 
the then Secretary of the Treasury had been compelled by an arbitrary 
law to pay out every dollar in excess of $100,000,000. It was the au- 
thority vested in the Secretary of the Treasury to provide against emer- 
gencies that enabled the Government to turn aside or tide over these 
financial perils. 

Touching the House resolution, submit that it had its origin in the 
fact that to obtain control of the Government the party now in power 
deceived the people of the country by asserting that there were $400,- 
000,000 in the Treasury idle, that the stagnation in business, the ina- 
bility to procure employment at remunerative wages, was all due to the 
fact that these vast sums had been withdrawn from circulation and 
piled up in the vaults of the national Treasury and were permitted to 
remain there idle. The confiding voters were assured by the Demo- 
cratic orators tliat these hundreds of millions would bescattered among 
the people as soon as the Democracy should come into power, and that 
thereupon all signs of distress throughout the land would disappear. 
They came into power on the 4th of March, 1885, whether through 
their strength or our weakness it is needless now to consider. 

But they came into power and have held the reins of Government a 
year .ndahalf. One-third of the Presidential term or more has passed, 
and yet the millions of dollars have not been scattered among 
people. The alleged surplus which it was said lay up i 
vaults of the national Treasury is all there still, and 4 
amount has been greatly increased, and necessarily so. 
working of a Democratic administration 
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so called, in the Treasury against threagened financial disturb... 

The allegation that the Republicans had withdrawn from ci...) 
hundreds of millions of dollars and kept the money idle in ;}, 
ury was a deliberate misstatement of facts by those who th, 
in political warfare ‘* the end justifies the means.’’ 

But it has become necessary to give some answer tothe nat)))), 
plaint of those who were deceived by the stump oratory abou; +), 
hundred millions. The confiding souls who were duped 
belief that as soon as the Democracy was installed jin yoy, 
man in the country would have a job at high wages, that », 
be dumped indiscriminately among the people, that in fac+ 
and industry would have practically the same benefits, an, 
would appear that under Democratic administration jn point of , 
tical results the good that comes to the citizen is not necesca, 
yet properly the result of the practice by him of the vir es 
inevitably from governmental action; in other words, 4; 
enactment supplemented governmental administration. 

Well, the believers in the power and promises of Democracy 
waited and watched with mouths open and pockets agape, and why: 
the net result? Both mouth and pocket are still empty. The 
ury vaults have not given up one poor scruple. On the contrary. the 
millions in those vaults have been increased owing to the shock th»: 
the advent to power of the Democratic party has given the pat 
credit. 

It was one thing to rant on the stump about the alleged disorderpa 
national finances and quite another thing to deal practically with those 
finances when charged with that grave and responsible duty 

President Cleveland, Secretary Manning, and the latter's successoy 
Mr. Fairchild, had and have to deal with the highest and most sacreg 
interests of the nation. Their duties are of the most delicate character 
and the thinking people of this country will be glad to observe tha: 
those officers are more concerned to maintain the dignity and honor o; 
their country than they are to continue the deception by which some of 
their party friends succeeded in carrying a few Congressional districts 

But the Democratic masses are, figuratively, sitting on the fences and 
store boxes clamoring, and with much reason, for the $41) ,000,00 out- 
put that was to follow the inauguration of Cleveland. They have not 
seen, much less handled, a cent, and instead of a reduction they have 
witnessed an increase of the surplus. Something must be done to pr 
pare for the coming campaign. Something must be done to conce 
old frandulent clamor by which the unsophisticated were caugh 
to catch them again with a similar bait the original House reso! 
known as the Morrison resolution, was prepared to meet the emer 
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and was launched upon the legislative waters; and at once it is wired 
all over the country, “‘That four hundred millions is coming. Mor- 
RISON, leading a Democratic House, hasgot behind it with a resolution 
and is pushing it out in amounts to suit the needs of the people.”’ Now 


this is just in time for the fall elections. Each Democrat on reading 
the resolution will shift his position on the store box, hitch along on 
his rail, and exclaim in hopefulness, “‘Thank God, it’s coming!"’ And 
on these husks these poor mortals will be fed until after they have cast 
their Democratic votes in November. 

And so the farce is played once each year, and on a larger scale every 
four years. The people were promised millions; they have not seena 
penny. They were all to have remunerative employment in the mas 
of industries that were at once to start into life. Not an industry his 
awakened; not a man has found employment. Paralysis is creeping 
along every avenue of trade and commerce. 

For the wealth of blossoms which promised employment and move) 
the people have gathered as fruit the Morrison resolution, which, apr 
sented, tended on one hand to mislead the people and on the other Mare 
to throw the good faith of the nation under suspicion. | speak now 
the Honse resolution before it was amended. It comes back tow" 
better shape. 

But, I repeat, the resolution was a necessity tothe Democratic pay. 
It served to cover its retreat from the position it had taken in recan’© 
the $400,000,000 surplus. It serves as an apology for havnt 
delayed the distribution and renews the promise for election Purp 

The officers of the administration have sounded the alarm, 20 “" 

unately for our country the blow at the national credit is 1 4 mes" 


The honorable Secretary of the Treasury knew what a false pr’ 
had been put forth in 1884. He nowrealizes the embarrassment £0" 
ing out of that false pretense. He knew it was not true that there" 
even fifty millions idle in the Treasury; that it was grossly mice 
to assert that the $100,000,000 of coin retained in the Treasury ©" 
poses of resumption was or is in any sense idle. No sumo! "a 
the country has performed service so important to our poo)” 
the ballast which keeps our monetary ship steady as she n\~ —_ 
the sea of financial troubles which constantly threaten. [App 


Mr. Speaker, the first, the highest obligation that rests — 


administration in is to maintain the national credit. +*@ 
be maintained if the basis upon which it rests is remove. That oni 
is the ability, the means, to meet and discharge each and every % 
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gation as it matures. The reserve in the Treasury is in large part the 
sure foundation upon which that credit rests. It is obvious that the 
reserve or working ba'ance must have reference in matter of amount to 
{nancial conditions in the monetary world. 

| have said it is of the highest importance that the public credit be 
maintained. And I submit, Mr. Speaker, that while the unsettling or 
disturbance in any degree of the public credit would inure to the in- 
jary of all, yet those who would be most injured would not be the 
men who have colossal fortunes; not those who have amassed wealth. 
In the midst of ruin and disaster these men will take care of themse! ves; 
the speculators in Wall street will take care of themselves. It would 
possibly be to them a harvest. But when in the wake of financial dis- | 
turbance depressed trade and crippled industries follow, the wage- 
worker is the first to suffer, and he suffers for the longest period. He 
is the man who is least able to provide against such disaster. 

The influence of stagnation in business first manifests itself by cutting 
down wages. The compensation to wage-workers is the point ofattack 
when hard times come. The wage-worker’s salary is the last to feel 
the healthful influence © reviving business. The administration of 
the national finances iv so intimately connected with all the business of 
the country that the ; ity of the latter depends in large measure 
upon the wisdor: and fidelity which characterize the former. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope the gentleman will yield me more 

me. 

7 Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield the gentleman whatever time he wants. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. 

I was just remarking that the administration of the financia! affairs 
of the nation had much to do with the business prosperity of the 
country, owing to the influence governmental action may and does 
exert upon the moneyed interests involved. Capital is timid, and 
promptly seeks to protect itself in times of danger; conversion ints 

ie if possible is the first move for safety and then hiding itselt 
away until the storm has passed. If it seeks investment at all, it is 
in that character of securities the purchase and sale of which do not 
even tend to promote industry or quicken trade. Whenever and how- 
ever the panic threatens or comes, the first thing the man who holds 
paper money does, as a measure of protection against loss, is to conver 
the pretty rags into specie. And this is a sound philosophy, because 
since the bank note or greenback is valuable only because itis convert- 
ible into something valuable, it is the part of wisdom to hold the value 
promised instead of the mere printed evidence ofthe promise. In other 
words, it is safer to have the specie in hand than the mere printed evi- 
dence that you are entitled to demand and receive the specie. If the 
confidence is absolute that the specie can be had on demand, its paper 
substitute performs every office that the specie does and is more con- 
venient, 

But the bare ion that the paper substitute can not and will not 
be redeemed when and as demanded throws the whole army of holders 
into panic and a stampede ensues, and the rush is made to test the value 
of the promise. In the presence of such a stampede the one hundred 
millions provided to redeem the $350,000,000 would soon disappear un- 
less re-enforced by additional coin gathered to meet the emergency, and 
that such an may come upon us like a thief in the night ex- 
perience abundantly and to leave the financial manager of the 
nation without the discretion to prepare for such condition as I have 
described is to court disaster and trifle with the highest interests of the 
people. The first to resent an innovation which seeks on any pretense 
to disturb well-tried conditions should be the wage-workers, and yet it 
sin their name the Morrison resolution was ostensibly conceived. It 
sou their account the Secretary of the Treasury was to have been so 
shackled and hampered that he could not avert nor yet successfully 
contend against the adverse conditions which his abject helplessness 
would invite or create. 

It is asked if it can disturb our finances to compel the Treasurer to 
pay ourdebts. That depends upon the manner and order of payment. 
In the case undér consideration the proposition is to pay the creditor 
whose debt is not due and who could not compel immediate payment, 
while we leave unpaid a heavy indebtedness which is past due and 
which is represented by $346,000,000 in demand notes, and which 


would on the first of a panic be presented at the Treasury for pay- 
ment. No sane man would pay off his notes that were not 
due while he left 


demand judgment notes outstanding. He would 
a that immediate —— of the latter might, while payment of 
of former could not, demanded. So that it is not a question alone 
ca ne the public debt, but the order of payment, involving not 
¥ the right to the debt not due, but prudently providing for 


Payment of the 000 of obligations long since due, and pay- 
“hussain be demanded any moment. Mr. B j 

, gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE 
that “‘it is not the coin in the that gives the holders of the 


Treasury 
Feueacks or notes confidence, but the broad acres of land we own, the 
of cattle and the corn and wheat,” &c. How utterly fal- 


and from the source it does it astonishes me greatly. 
leally the and the “‘cattle on a thousand hills” are pledged to 
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redeem the notes; practically the security is found to be worthless as 
an available asset to redeem bank notes on which the specie is due. 
There never was a day during the war when the lands and personal 
property of any one of the Eastern States was not worth ten times the 








amount of the debt of the United States; and then, as now, all the prop- 
erty of the fifty millions of people was pledged to secure the debt, and 
yet the Government notes were worth at one time less than 40 cents 
on the dollar. The French assignats had pledged for their redemption 
real estate of an amount many times greater than t resented by 
those promises to pay; and beyond that all the property in France was 
as thoroughly pledged to redeem the assignats as the property of the 
United States is pledged to redeem the United Sta nd yet 
the assignats became worthless. Just how my friend ntucky 
would convert the lands and cattle into specie to redeem broken prom 


ises it would be interesting to know. 

The history of the financial world has clearly demonstrated that the 
confidence of the people in the value of paper money rests upon no founda- 
tion except its immediate convertibility into specie at the option of the 
holder. And it follows as a corollary that, whether it be the Govern- 
ment or a banking firm, confidence in the ability to redeem on demand 
will be destroyed the moment there is a departure by the Government 
or bank officers in the management of the finances from those well settled 
and universally recognized business principles which are of such gen- 
eral acceptation as to be the recognized law in the conduct of financial 
matters. And one law touching the redemption of Treasury and bank- 
notes is that a certain reserve must be kept in hand, and it is clear that 
coupled with that there must be lodged with the managers of the finances 
of the Government and bank the power to increase that reserve at any 
moment when the money markets of the country become unsettled and 
panicky, or from any cause the confidence of the people in the ability 
to redeem notes on demand is shaken. This is only one phase of the 
danger which would follow in the wake of the Morrison resolution had 
it become a law as it passed the House. 

The statement made upon this floor by a number of gentlemen that 
these panics would be made to order for speculative ventures is not 
wellconceived. Wemightas well assume that men at sea would scuttle 
the ship upon which they sailed in order to test a life-preserver. But 
in answer I cite the experience of the last twenty years of Republican 
administration, during all of which time the very calamities which 
gentlemen affect to fear were averted by the exercise of the discretion 
which the Morrison resolution would wrest from the present Secretary 
of the Treasury—that is, the power that every business man, every 
banker in the nation finds indispensable to the safe conduct of his bus- 
iness. 

But it is said the Government is not in the banking business. The 
fact is just the reverse; the Government has been kept in the banking 
business for more than twenty years. It ought not to be, but it is; 
and while it is, the management must conform to established business 
principles. 

I am aware that the point with a large number of the gentlemen on this 
floor is to force us to a silver basis; to compel the paymentof the 3 per 
cent. bonds in silver dollars. And to this end all discretion as to the 
amount of reserve it might be necessary, in view of existing conditions 
or in view of threatened financial disturbances to retain in the Treas- 
ury, was to be taken away from the administration. Not only was all 
discretion in these matters taken away but the President and his Sec- 
retary of the Treasury were by this Democratic House treated to a 
vote of want of confidence—a vote which in England would have com- 
pelled the administration to lay down the reins of power. 

However, the administration is not greatly disturbed. The vote had 
reference to use on the stump this fall rather than to express a want of 
confidence in any office or any system of finance. It will do for cam- 
paign purposes, though not for an administrative hint. 

Speaking of the effort to compel the payment of the 3 per cent. bonds 
in silver—and here again the demagogue on the stump gets in his work 
by suggesting to earnest and anxious citizens who are now feeling the 
hardships incident to the general business stagnation which obtains ina 
degree throughout the country, that they are being wronged by reason of 
the disposition of the Government to pay its bonds in gold or greenbacks 
instead of silver—it is insisted by gentlemen upon this floor that it is 
not only the right of the Government but its duty to pay off the 3 per 
cent. bonds in standard silver dollars. Let us see whether in point of 
fact, as a practical business proposition, having due regard to the inter- 
ests of all concerned, the payment of the 3 percents in standard silver 
dollars would be to the advantage of any class of persons in America 
except those who are mining silver ore. First, I repeat, that the high- 
est obligation of the Government in its administration is to maintain 
the national credit. 

In this connection let me call your attention to the fact that the Gov- 
ernment differs from all other debtors in this, that it has the power, 
which does not belong to other debtors, to determine and fix the value 
of the money with which it discharges its obligations. It will hardly 
be claimed by any honest man who is possessed of an ordinary degree of 
intelligence, that the Government would have the right in fixing the 
value of the currency with which its obligations are discharged to de- 
crease that value. Nor would it be defensible by the manner of pay- 
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ment to reduce the value of the money paid to the creditor 15, 20, 25, 
30, or any other substantial per cent. It was in recognition of this 
great principle that the law limited the issue of the greenbacks to a 
certain amount—three hundred and forty-six millions, I believe. 

Now, it has been decided that in an emergency the Government has 
the right to issue painted rags as money and determine and fix what 
their debt-paying power shall be. Yet the Government has pledged it- 
self not to issue above a certain amount in that kind of currency, and 
manifestly for the reason that the larger the volume of such currency 
the less the probability that it could be redeemed in specie or main- 
tained in circulation at par. Now suppose that the Secretary of the 
Treasury had the power and should be pleased to-morrow to pay one 
hundred millions of bonds in standard silver dollars, what would be 
the effect upon the value of the silver dollar in the market of the world. 
First, it will be remembered that it is now worth but about 80 cents on 
the dollar, measured by the gold standard. The obvious result of put- 
ting that silver on the market would be that the value of the dollar 
would be reduced probably to 70 cents; and now I ask the question, 
and it is thoroughly pertinent, who would be the greater sufferers in 
case the value of the silver dollar should be reduced 10 per cent.? And 
I ask this question in the interest of the men who-work during the 
week to get the money to feed and clothe the members of their families 
and provide them homes. 

Now who would suffer in case of such reduction in the value of the 
currency with which every laborer would be paid his wages? When 
we say a given coin or piece of paper is only worth 70 cents on the dol- 
lar we mean that its purchasing power is 30 per cent. less than the goid 
dollar or the paper dollar which is convertibie into gold. The bond- 
holders on being paid would utilize their silver so far as they could in 
discharging their debts; the rest would necessarily go to swell the vol- 
ume of silver now upon the market. The bondholder would suffer a 
loss undoubtedly, but the loss would fall chiefly upon the wage-worker 
who has to buy with that depreciated dollar the necessaries of life, But 
the worst feature about it is that this robbery, for in my judgment it 
is nothing else, is committed upon the wage-worker without his being 
conscious of the fact. It is true he goes to the store and throws his sil- 
ver dollar upon the counter, being unconscious of the fact that he is 
charged a little more for every article he purchases than if he put down 
a dollar which is recognized throughout the business world as being 
worth 100 cents. 

Beyond this, I might stop to say that such perfidy on the part of the 
Government would result in such a disturbance of the financial world, 
such an unsettling of public credit, as would affect every business enter- 
= throughout the length and breadth of the country, for it is well 

nown to aJl men who have cazefully studied the intimate relation be- 
tween the large financial operations of the Government and the busi- 
ness world that any uncertainty or doubt as to the policy of the Gov- 
ernment is immediately felt in every channel of trade and commerce 
and by every industry. And, as I have stated, the first danger signal 
that is put up prompts the employer to reduce the wages of those who 
work for him. And this is natural. But unfortunately the wage- 
worker is practically helpless. 

You ask me why. I answer, because he must eat; his wife and his 
children must be clothed and fed. With him it is a problem of bread 
and meat and clothing for his children. If he strikes, he is but burn- 
ing the candle at both ends, for possibly his employer may not be able 
to pay the current or increased rate demanded, and the time which is 
lost by the striker, even though he be successful, eventually results in 
loss and injury to him. The merchant whose goods are upon his shelf 
can let them remain there; the farmer may leave the wheat in his gar- 
ner, the butcher his ox in the stall. They might all live off of what 
they have accumulated. 

The speculator would not suffer. The rise and fall in prices make 
his harvest. The man who has a fortune can bidehistime. The man 
with even moderate means may struggle through the financial storm. 
The man who suffers most, who is most helpless, is he who is dependent 
upon his daily wages for the bread that he eats and the coat that he 
wears. Hence, in my judgment, not only would it be a violation of the 
plighted faith of this nation but it would carry disaster to the home of 
every wage-worker in this Republic toso manage the financial affairs of 
this country as to place us upon a silver basis. That many who sup- 
ported the Morrison resolution in this House intended to do that I have 
no doubt, and that such result might and probably would have followed 
in the wake of its adoption seems to me equally clear. 

I wish to add this further thought, in connection with the obligation 
of the Government to maintain the national faith and credit: Its ob- 
ligation to do so is written in every bond, upon the face of every green- 
back, and is traced on every national-bank note that is handled by our 
people; and when the Government pays a debt it is bound in honor 
and justice to see to it that in the discharge of that obligation it does 
not depreciate by its act the value of the money with which thatdebt 
is paid. And this is as true of the payment made with gold as with 
silver. The obligation is that it shall, as near as may be, at all times 
secure to the people a measure of value which is as little variable as 
pattie. For in all the variations and fluctuations of money, which 


he measure of value, it is ultimately the wage-workers that are 
wronged and robbed. 
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But it is urged that trade and commerce and all our indus 
be revived if this vast volume of silver is paid out in redemption of {} 
bonds. The proposition is absurd on its face. First, instead of ay ». 1 
pansion of the currency the ultimate result would be a cont; . tion, 
since these bonds are mostly held by the banks as security for ;) , 
bank circulation, and it is that security which makes the nation,).| = - 
note good everywhere. On the payment of these 3 per cent. }) A ag 
held a large amount of national-bank circuiation would be with ' 
and the volume reduced to that extent. 

But there is another reason why the payment of this vast amoyp; of 
silver would not have the influence claimed forit; that is, that j; would 
revive trade and industry. It will be remembered that there is now 
idle immense stores of capital in the moneyed centers of the country 
seeking investment, and I do not forget that there are gentlemen who 
have theories for driving that money from the centers into the arteries 
and veins of trade. But it must be remembered there is a law which 
is inexorable and is above the laws enacted by Congress and refuses to 
be controlled by them—it is the law of supply and demand. | jaye 
been at some pains to investigate this questién with a view to ascertain 
how the supply in this country of the various things needed by ang 
necessary to our people compares with the demand. It is palpable to 
every one that when the supply is equal to or exceeds the demand there 
is no disposition to increase the former. The output will certainly no 
be enlarged since no profit would result from the venture. Our only 
chance is to increase and vary the number and character of our indy. 
tries. Invent new implements forthe shop and the field, new and use. 
ful articles for ornament, comfort, and convenience. Create cultivated 
and ennobling tastes and desires by supplying that which is necessary 
togratify them. Each new and improved article of manufacture wijens 
the field of industrial effort. You would beastonished if I should Jay 
before you a statement in detail showing the number of new industries 
created in this country during the last quarter of a century and the 
vast number of men and women who have been given employment by 
reason of these new industries. E 

By a law which is eternal and unvarying, whenever the demand ex- 
ceeds the supply industry is quickened, and trade and commerce 
awakens and is roused into activity and the capital that is idle goes 
at once to work. It searches out every avenue of trade, industry, and 
art. 

Not only has our country by its varied and ever-varying and multi- 
plying industries given employment to all our people, but during the 
last quarter of a century we have, as I once before stated to this House, 
admitted to the ranks of labor in the United States about eight millions 
of people from the Old World. All now agree that a little wise dis- 
crimination in sifting the immigrants would have been useful to those 
who were here. But with the improved facilities and the vast addition 
to the army of producers, the supply has gone beyond the demand. Our 
farmers have found their European market, if not cut off, wonderlully 
curtailed by competition with the Russian provinces and India. Nor 
is the competition confined to wheat alone. It is so in other branches. 
So it is not the want of capital, it is not the want of ability among our 
people to produce everything that is required, but a temporary over- 
production that oppresses us. 

The present stagnation of business is due in a large measure, as I have 
stated, to the marvelous growth of our industries, the vast number of 
immigrants who have swelled the ranks of labor, the facility with whic 
we have been able, thanks to the genius of our workmen, to produce 
articles of every kind and character. The supply has outrun the de- 
mand. ‘This can not last long, but it will in the mean time compel &s 
to practice those virtues which after all are indispensable to the bapp- 
ness which waits upon merited success at all times; that is, the pre 
tice of industry, sobriety, and economy. Our extravagance and waste 
fulness in the matter of living are proverbial throughout the world 
None of us are exempt. Nor are we likely to be, since all politics 
teach that freedom consists in practicing the vices and yet being ex}! 
from the misery such practice entails. The Government is dane!" 
the results which flow from the acts of the individual citizen. \\es" 
passing through a period now, however, when the importance 0! 4» 
staining from reckless extravagance and needless expenditure 0! «4 
ings is being forced upon our attention. In my judgment no sre 
calamity could befall our people than to have them firmly fixe 9 the 
belief that it is within the range of possibility for the Governmen y 
virtue of any enactment or by reason of any administration 0! per" 
governmental functions, to provide work for the vast army 0! ™eO we 
are seeking remunerative employment or to in any manner supe” 
the necessity for the utilization of our best faculties and cflorts 0° 
tain a livelihood, or to attain to competency in any respect. The" . 
we learn that prosperity only waits upon individual effort and is no 
the result of governmental action, the better for all of us. — - 

The less we are governed the better for us. The less the Gove 
has to do with theaffairs of men the better for the individual citize n; . 
fuller and broader will his personal freedom be. Al! the Governme® 
can or ought to do, all it will do, so long as it is entitled to ith aa 

respect, or support of our people, is by just ond ‘_o 
laws to secure to every man the right to utilize his facaltics, {" 
cles, and his brain for the purpose of securing things needful 1°." 
When it performs any other office it ceases to perform the prope? ! 


tries will 
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tion of our fathers. 
It would protract these remarks beyond a proper limit if I should 


attempt to compare the various industries of the country to-day with 
the industries of half a century ago, to compare the opportunities of 


the wagewor 
a quarter of 


to show the healthful results from encouraging the artisans, mechanics, 
and workmen in the various fields of effort in inventing and construct- 
ing machinery and implements to lighten the labors of all who toil 
and to increase the comforts and conveniences of every home, as well 


as to gratify 
pay for that 


it is pertinent, however, to add, at this point, that it seemed to me, 
and I have so said to the House, that this is a most auspicious time to 
employ our idle capital and our idle workmen in providing suitable and 
indispensable coast and harbor defenses; and I submit that it is utterly 
incongruous to affect grief because the furnaces, shops, and forges are 
idle and the artisans, mechanics, and workmen are unemployed, when 
every consideration of prudence, public safety, and economy calls upon 


Congress to 
a condition 


Thus this administration, while performing a most important and 
pressing public duty could at the same time do something for the great 
industries of the country and give employment to thousands of workmen 
who must otherwise, for a season at least, remainidle. But this House 
refuses to vote a dollar for that purpose. Unfortunately, greater effort 
is made to cajole ignorance and vice than to win the approval of the 
wise and the good. 

It seemed an outrage to keep $400,000,000 lying idle in the Treasury. 
The allegation that such a sum was lying idle was necessary in order 
to authorize the pleasing and encouraging statement that the moment 
the Democratic party was installed in power a general distribution 
among the people of that vast sum would take place. The first false- 
hood authorized thesecond. The two have rendered the Morrison reso- 
Jution a necessity for campaign purposes. The two first propositions 

were less dangerous than the third, since the last seeks arbitrarily to 
control the managentent of the finances of the Government and is plainly 
subversive of well recognized business principles, and has a direct tend 
ency by arbitrary law to force conditions which in the nature of things 
can not be controlled by law. But since the majority side of the House 
vote their administration unworthy of confidence, we may on this side 
inadegreeafiirm their judgment by voting for the resolution as amended. 

There is too much reason to believe, however, that the resolution was 
framed for use upon the stump next fall rather than for practical opera- 
tion in the management of the national Treasury. 

Thus it is sought to have the crowd applaud those who wrong them. 
Weshall wait to see what the next act in the political play will be, and 
whether intelligent citizens will applaud or hiss. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER] ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I propose to confine myself 
strictly to the examination of the resolution before the House. This 
resolution as it left the House required the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay out on the interest-bearing debt all the surplus in the Treasury 
— gto the present form of the Treasury statement) in exvess of 


It comes 


to add $10,000,000 to the $10,000,000 before a call shall be made on 
the interest- debt and then $20,000,000 more in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, to be held as a ‘‘ working balance.” 



























ker of 1886 with the opportunities of the workman of even 
acentury ago. I have gathered statistics to do that, and 


the innocent whims and fancies of those who are able to 
luxury, but this I must delay to another time. 


see to it that the country is with all possible speed put in 
for offensive and defensive warfare. 


back to us from the Senate amended in that respect so as 


So that the amount allowed to be held in the Treasury before payment 
sane debt is required is increased from $100,000,000 to $120,- 


Taking the last statement, and there is a clear balance of $80,000,000 
over and above all demand liabilities and in excess of the $100,000, 000 
Teserves and the subsidiary silver. If we add to this the probable ex- 
cess of revenues for the current fiscal year, say $40,000,000 after sup- 


plying the 
under this 





aa 
Wise to 
sition that 


000,000 in 
Paid at the 








hot like to have 


fund, it gives $120,000,000 as the sum applicable 
resol to the 3 per cent. bonds, and the resolution re- 


— to no other bonds. So that, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
YN pa has said, we will not get down to the $120,000,000 betore 
setae cent. bonds will be paid. 


the discretion given in the amended resolution, it will 


io 48 much practically as it would in the form it was in when 


the House. Now, I do not believe it is necessary to hold 
millions, and I introduced a resolution requiring the 


payment of all in excess of fifty millions, believing that to be an ample 
Teserve, and more than any other two nations in the world maintain 


I do not believe, therefore, that it is either necessary or 
&surplus of one hundred and thirty millions. I would 
it go out that by my vote I gave assent to the propo- 
it was hecessary or even wise to hold $130,000,000 or $120, - 
the Treasury, with interest-bearing debt, which might be 
option of the Government. But the resolution comes back 
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had. 


the first instance. 
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tions of a free government—the functions prescribed by the Constitu- | to us in this form, and the conferees tell the House that unless it is ac- 


cepted in this form it will not pass the other House and nothing can be 
By accepting this, then, does this House commit itself to the 
| Proposition that $130,000,000 shall be held as a reserve before bonds 
shall be called ? 


Mr. MORRISON. A hundred and twenty millions, 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Or $120,000, 000 ? 


I say not atall. In 


legislation we have to do the best we can, and in this case the resolu- 
tion comes back with the sum allowed to be held in the Treasury in- 
creased by $20,000,000. There is no difference in the principle between 
$100,000, 000 and $120,000,000 or $130,000,000, and one is no more com- 
mitted and the House is no more committed to the proposition that 
such a reserve shall always be maintained by voting for the amended 
resolution than by a vote for the resolution as it passed the House in 
I would not have voted for the original resolution if it 
committed me or the House or the Government to always keep even 
$100,000,000 as a reserve or surplus. 
could get then, and while this is not so good yet in respect to this 
feature of the bill certainly there would be no compromise of principle. 
In voting to require all in excess of $100,000,000 to be paid out I went 
as far as I could then, and if the resolution now allows $20,000,000 
more, it is still going in the same direction, and, therefore, while it is 
& concession it is not an abandonment of any principle nor a compro- 
mise of any principle. 


I voted for the best measure I 


While the Secretary of the Treasury now may pay any part of the 


money in the Treasury on bonds and may buy bonds not subject to call 


he is not required todo so. This resolution requires him to pay out 


country. 


all in excess of $120,000,000, and so far it is certainly a gain to the 


I wish the interpretation which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT] gives to the resolution was the true one, namely, that the 
Secretary of the Treasury wouid be obliged to-morrow, if it should be- 
come a law to-day, to pay out all the surplus at once, or to call, say, 
fifty millions of bonds, as the surplus, according to the statement made 
on the 3ist of July, was $80,000,000 in excess of subsidiary silver and 
other reserves. Butif the gentleman will read the resolution care- 
fully he will see, I think, that the Secretary of the Treasury, while 
required to pay the surplus out, is permitted to pay it oat—how? In 
sums of not less than $10,000,000 monthly. I grant that he may pay 


it all out at once 





no limit as to the excess beyond that. 


out in such sums. 


less than $10,000,000 a month. 


ple to be wrecked because they could not pay 


pay his debts, even if he paid them rapidly. 


gencies arise which make it desirable to do so. 


immediately to Congress. 


the sinking fund. 


Mr. HEWITT. Is it not only a limitation as to the ten millions? 
Is it not, in other words, a limitation upon the minimum and not the 
maximum? He may not pay out less than ten millions, but there is 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is in his discretion to pay it all. 
Mr. HEWITT. No; it provides that it shall be his duty to pay it 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes; to pay out the excess in sums of not 


But I say I wish your interpretation was the only interpretation the 
resolution was susceptibleof. I should not be alarmed at the payment 
of $50,000,000 of the debt to-morrow. My colleague [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH] talks of wreck and disaster to follow. What, wreck and 
disaster because the Government pays an interest-bearing debt with 
money it has in its vaults! I can hardly think of anything more ab- 
surdthanthat. Isthecredit of the Government to be destroyed by pay- 
ing its interest-bearing debt in an honest way? That, Mr. Speaker, 
is a new-iangled notion that Ican not understand. I have known peo- 


their debts, but I never 


knew ‘* wreck and disaster’’ to come to one because he could and did 


The second part of the resolution comes back to us farther amended 
in this, that it gives the Secretary of the Treasury the discretion to 
postpone calls for these bonds if in his judgment any future contin- 


Now, this discretion I 


do not like to lodge with the Secretary of the Treasury, or with any 
other official, even though he is required to give his reasons therefor 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The resolution gives him power to suspend 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This does not touch the sinking-fand law. 
That is an independent act, and is not touched by this resolution. He 
must pay each year into the sinking fund the percentage required by 
the sinking-fund law. If this resolution by any possible construction 
touched the sinking fund it could, I apprehend, scarcely get a vote in 


the House. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is to be paid 


out of the surplus over 


$100,000,000, and the resolution gives the Secretary power to suspend 


payment of that surplus. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It gives the Secretary power to suspend 
calls under this act; nothing else. The Secretary now has the discre- 
tion to pay out the surplus on the debt or not to pay it out. He is re- 
quired to pay nothing. This resolution requires bim to pay some- 


thing—to pay all in excess of $120,000,000, 
stands he is not required to pay anything. 


But under the law as it 
Therefore, at the worst, 
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this amendment is a limitation upon the discretion which the Secretary 
now has, and in no degree an extension of his powers. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Inamoment. Therefore, under the reso- 
lution, exigencies remaining as they are, the Secretary will be bound 
by this resolution to pay out all the surplus in excess of $120,000,000. 
Congress by this resolution, even as amended to the extent stated, as- 
sumes the control of the matter and directs the payment of the surplus, 
and to that extent the Secretary is relieved of the discretion. I only 
wish the resolution went further, but I say in this regard, too, there is 
no surrender of the right of control by Congress. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. My question is this: Did any gentleman upon 
this floor ever know a case in which the expressed desire of a debtor to 
pay his debt injured his credit? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think not. The gentleman is right. 
The fear that the credit of the Government will suffer in that way or 
that the country will suffer is a bugaboo. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Nor does the contingency spoken of reston 
that at all. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I can not yield any further. I say this 
resolution even as amended is a restriction upon the Secretary’s discre- 
tion; and if it will lead to paying out eighty millions there is so much 
gained; and in this, I repeat, I agree with the gentleman from Illinois 
that beginning with the surplus now in the Treasury, and adding to 
that the excess of the revenues we are almost certain to have during 
the next twelve months, we will not get down to the one hundred and 
twenty millions before the entire amount of 3 per cent. bonds is paid 
out, and ‘this resolution relates to no other part of the debt. There- 
fore, practically, so far as the surplus is concerned, we will get as much 
out of this resolution as we probably would get out of the resolution 
as it left the House. 

But the discretion expressly lodged with the Treasury Department 
to postpone calls is what I do not like. I do not think the Secretary 
of the Treasury or the Treasurer should have any discretion in the mat- 
ter. I think Congress should hold entire control over both revenues and 
expenditures, taxesand debts. Theidea of my colleague that the credit 
of this Government rests on the discretion of one man is, to say the 
least, a novel ene. How long would the credit of a government last 
with no surer foundations? No, sir; the credit of this country rests 
upon no such foundation as that. It is the duty of the Treasurer to 
receive all the money which Congress authorizes to be collected as taxes, 
and it is his duty to pay it out as Congress directs, and he should be 
allowed no further discretion than to receive the kinds of money he is 
authorized to receive and to pay out the same on appropriations by Con- 
gress. The United States Treasury is not a bank, and ought not tobe 
used or run as a bank nor for banks. The establishment of the inde- 
pendent treasury meant no such thing. 

I object to setting the Treasury of the United States up against Wall 
street to aid speculation or to prevent speculations. It should have 
nothing to do with the speculations of capital. You might as well give 
the Treasury officials discretion to increase or diminish taxes as exigen- 
cies might arise as discretion as to the amount that shall be paid out. 
Would my colleague from Ohio propose to give Treasury officials dis- 
cretion in its collections of revenues ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not at all; that is a different proposition. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Nor would I give discretion in paying 
money out. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4865) to extend the system for the immediate delivery 
of letters, and amendatory of sections 3, 4, and 5 of the act approved 
March 3, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes.’’ 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committez on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief of Beaufort Lee and others. 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


Mr. ot . yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SowpEN }. : 

Mr. SOWDEN. When this proposition was first presented to the 
House it met my hearty approval and I most cheerfally voted for it. 
It received my vote because I believed it good policy and honest, eco- 
nomic management to apply the surplus in the 
$100,000,000 to the payment of the interest- 

Government, and thus save the 
ally in interest. I shall also vote for the adoption of the conference re- 
port, but would rather have seen it contain the provision for the redemp- 
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tion of the outstanding trade-dollars. The conferees on the 
House, I think, made a mistake in not accepting the amend 
Senate providing for the redemption of the trade-dollars. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress this House passed a bill providi;,. », 
their redemption, and there is a similar bill pending before this ),,.. 
now. It is impossible at this late day of the session to seer, 2 
consideration, but its object could have been readily obtained | o 
the House conferees accepted the Senate amendment. It js to },. a 
gretted that the conference report can not be amended but 1)<; },, 
adopted or rejected as a whole. Under the act of February 19. }~- ; 
the coinage of the trade-dollars was authorized, and they mide 4 Jo.) 
tender for an amount not exceeding $5. Under a joint reso)y; on of 
Congress approved July 22, 1876, their legal-tender character was 4. 
stroyed. 

This pieceof legislation was a fraud upon the rights of those who }ejq 
these coins. It was nothing less than a species of repudiation. It is 
said that the coinage of the trade-dollar was for the purpose of , xport 
to the Asiaticcountries. Very many of these coins have gone abyroaq 
The total coinage of trade-dollars has been 35,965,924. This includes 
6,564 coined during the fiscal years 1879-1884 as pattern pieces, (); 
the number coined 29,000,000 have been exported, of w'); , 
2,000,000 were reimported. The excess of trade-dollars coined and jp). 
ported over the number exported through the custom-houses was ayo, 
9,060,000. Of the 15,631,000 trade-dollars coined prior to 1) 
tion of the joint resolution of July 22, 1876, 12,580,000 were ex 
leaving only 3,051,000 in the country at the time of the passave o 
said resolution. 

The coinage of trade-dollars since the passage of the joint resolution 
of July 22, 1876, depriving them of their legal-tender quality and Jin. 
iting their coinage to the demand for export, amounted to 20,328.36) 
not including the 6,564 proof pieces since coined. Of this amount. 
only 16,424,004 are shown to have been eventually exported. Custom. 
house returns fail to show the exportation of 3,904,356. On February 
22, 1878, the coinage of trade-dollars was finally discontinued 

Adding to the coinage the amount imported since July, 1876, the 
excess of the coinage and imports of trade-dollars over the exports of 
the same since the adoption of the joint resolution of July 22, 1874 
was 5,986,732. This added to the amount in the country on July 2, 
1876, 3,051,000, makes a total stock to be accounted for of 9,031,732 
It is probable, however, that this sum islargely in excess of the amount 
of trade-dollars at present in the United States, says the Director of the 
Mint in an official letter on the subject. 

It is also shown by the report of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures made to this Congress, that there are in circulation to- 
day in this country about $7,000,000 and they estimate the amount 
that would probably be presented for redemption as not likely to ex- 
ceed $10,000,000 out of a total coinage of $35,965,924. When the Gov- 
ernment issued this coin it received 100 cents for every dollar put in cir- 
culation and common honesty on her part demands that she should 
honestly redeem every dollar of this coin. 

What the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FrnpLAy ] has stated with 
reference to the holders of the trade-dollars in his district applies with 
equal force to mine. Nearly every merchant and country storekeeper 
has some of them; some have thousands while others hold hundreds 
Our banks hold thousands of them and paid a hundred cents for every 
dollar. They, like our merchants and storekeepers, received them for 
their face value in the beliefthat the Government was honest and would 
promptly and honestly redeemall itsoutstanding obligations, inc uling 

debased and now repudi silver trade-dollars. 

The Government coined these dollars and received the people's money 
in exchange therefor, and what honest man will contend that she shall 
not keep faith with her creditors? Is not this indebtedness equally 
sacred as that of the interest-bearing obligations of the Government: 
Under the act of February 28, 1878, authorizing the coinage 0! stan” 
ard silver dollars, known as the Bland act, the Secretary o/ the Tr 
ury is authorized and directed to purchase from time to time sit 
bullion, at the market price thereof, not less than $2,000 ,()00 wort) pet 
month nor more than $4,000,000 worth, and cause the same to be co.nel 
monthly, as fast as purchased, into such dollars. ~ 

The of thesedollars is fixed at 412} grains troy, staniani s\yet 
while the weight of the trade-dollar is 420 grains troy. 1! the v™ 
ernment is forced under this legislation to go into the market and po" 
chase at least $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion per montl, ™ hy, in 
the interest of honesty and good morals, should she not redeem bet 
outstanding trade-dollars for recoinage into standard silver (dollars. 90! 
thus protect her honest creditors from loss, rather than purchase # 
the silver bullion required for the purposes of the act of February 
1878, from the silver bullionists of the country. : 

The extract from an editorial recently published |" . 
Philadelphia Times contains such sound sense upon this sulject 1)" 
take the liberty of adopting the same as a part of my remarks: 

The trade-dollars were issued by the Government and accredited to ‘he ne 
as money. were accepted in good faith by the people; they wer * 


ssued by ‘Ge rich and poor, and after they _ 
the nder quality was \#** 
from 


Government as face value. 
and the people have suffered a loss of nearly one-fifth the'r see ollst 
They are y more valuable than the swindling legal-tencer 


part of the 
ment of the 


h ab ut 





cee 
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to lose one-fifth their face value should be conclusive with Congress and hasten 
the passage of the bill late! 


ly recommended to the House by the Coinage Com- 
| mittee, whereby trade-dollars would be received for all Government dues at 
|} par, or in exchange for tender dollars, and be treated as bullion by the 
Government. The mea » is not only obvious’y just, but common honesty on 

| the part of the Governm ‘ 


: ts prompt passage 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


_Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I think this not an inappropriate 
time to present for the consideration of the House certain figures, show- 
ing the results of the appropriation bills of this session ympared 
with those of last year. T! 








that is now stored away by scores of tons in Government vaults, but, although 
a full 100 cents were received by the Government for every trade-doliar is- 
sued, and although they are worth more, in point of fact, than the legal-tender 
dollar that shames the nation, the Government has thus far refused to redeem 
the trade-dollar even for the less costly dollar that it has given an arbitrary 
value by its j-tender quality. This is simply naked dishonesty, and it is the 
more di ul that a great government is responsible for it. 

it is doubtless true that some speculators will profit by the redemption ofthe | 
trade-doliar ; but who is answerable for it? Why may speculators be able to | 
| 
| 







peratively demands 


rofit by the honest redemption of Government money? Speculation in trade- 
r llars has been possible only because of the dishonesty of the Government in 
en deliberate depreciation of its own coin that it had issued and for which it 
hed received fall value. It can notnow plead the logical result of its own wrong 
as an excuse for not correcting the wrong. The fact that millions of the trade- 










































































































































































Chese tables I will have printed in the Rre- 
dollars are yet held outside of speculative circles by people who can ill afford ORD. Ido not wish to weary the House by reading them 
History of the fourteen regular appropriation bills—1886-’87. 
- % | wi + Spr ek R ted te 1 Hous , I i 
| > >» ae nccad the use Reported to eS 
ome | Estimates, | Estimates, ee - * Passed the Hou Reported t \ 
1886. 1887. l = 
Date. Amount. Date Amount Date. Amount. 
aad cases | $699, 110 00 $651,875 00 | April2......| $523,215 00 | April 15. $593. 715 00 | June5 $663. 215 OF 
ane a ee wee} 26, 110, 489 95 | 25, 356,998 01 | March 3..| 23 $ 45 | May 12 23 968 923 46 | June Li in nena ae 
Consular and diplomatic . wall 1, 623, 176 75 | 1, 604,961 60 | March 2... 1,279,665 00 | May 13 1 299 665 00 ate @ “a+ on 
District of Columbiaa -| 3, 669, 544 24 | 3, 839, 868 99 | March 4... 3, 611, 662 99 April 12. 3,611,662 99 | May 21 =, 927 99 
Fortifications ....... ‘ 7, 308, 000 00 3, 396, 000 00 | July a 620,000 00 | July 19... 620,000 60 | July 2¢ ( 000 00 
Indian..........- 7, 328, 049 64 | 6,051, 259 84 | Feb. 11..... 5,502,312 84 | March 24 5, 493,062 84 April 8 1,082 84 
Legislative, &c.... 22, 366, 500 05 | 21,523, 565 62 May 20... 50,119 42 | June 16... 20,584,229 17 | June 28 20,715,734 77 
Military Academy.. . 393, 344 78 | = 412 075 70 | Feb. 25...... 297,805 00 | May 9 ..... 297, 805 00 | June 16. 207, 805 00 
Navy... oi | 30,654,010 50 30, 836, 357 74 May 21.....| 11,849,858 70 | June 21 11,778, 656 46 | July 3 12,833,594 46 
Pension... -| 69,000,000 00 | 75, 830, 200 00 Feb. 5....... 75, 754, 200 00 | March 4 75, 754, 200 00 | June 16 76, 075, 200 00 
Post-Office d ........ | 56,099, 169 50 | 54,986,166 89 | Feb.25....... 54,326,589 07 | April 6 54,326,589 07 | April 26 5S 165 863 3 
River and harbor... -| _ 8,177,400 00 | f 10,176,920 00 | April 7...... 15,120,700 00 | May 6......| 15,142,100 00 | June 28... 18, 037,475 00 
Sundry civil....... ocsnibconmengnenn peeamneenseesenssecerseneeneonnee| $2, 326, 402 22 | 33,554,600 59 | June l7.....; 21,053,822 04 | July1...... 21,311,525 24 | July 12 23,173, 887 49 
Total...... .. es usaceccsoesessssset SUG, 700, 207 OB | 988, 230 849 96 |............ cco-| S04; BURGOS GE |... nccccsesccccee] 284,712, 199 2 |........... 248, 138, 625 60 
Deficiency .....---. sae» -#*+ | 8,582,454 05 | 914,686,264 10 | June 29...... 6,062,845 39 | July 10.....| 5,914,962 32 | July 20 6, 565, 813 26 
First urgent deficiency .... isola nesiaheitiatinniiees naheatinheneRieadneneiataateieantnass Feb. 26.... 634,452 65 | March 5... 634,452 65 | March 9 685, 802 65 
Second urgent GefCieMCY.........0-cerecreesesseercreeservees| sesseneesracsesssscecces | seceneensees sesseeeeees May 14.. 6, 229,000 00 | May 17..... i |) ae 6, 433, 000 00 
cients ccesatierveczeene O05, S82, OSE 6B: | 2E2, GOT, 194 OB |... .eocec.20cc02. 247, B18, 836 56 }......cccccccesees 247, 490,554 20 261, 823,241 5L 
Alabama awards ecepnesonanencgeees h5, 769,015 28 | 
Increase Of the N@VY........cccccsccrersrrescccsseesseesserees| sensesscesee serene cesar 7 (i) | 
MiscellaneOus........csossssrssorsssecetarserssesseeeserseseeess| 3,000,000 00 | 75,000,000 00 | 
aeenaiiesanetins nsliieailpadsiaiinisnaciitiesal 
Grand total sennnsnennennenneranscarsesnscsescrsersseneeeees| 268, 332,651 68 | 293, 676,129 36 | 
| Passed the Senate. Law, 1886-'87. Amount— 
Title. ” ee ae . - 
Date. {| Amount. Date. Amount. Law, 1885-’86. | Law, 1884-"85. | Law, 1883-’84. 
Agricultural .......00-.cccccsecsrcacerceseesscesnessseres sre a se LUlUe $671,215 00 | June 30..... $654,715 00 $585, 790 00 $480, 190 00 $105, 640 00 
| June 12....., 23,830,874 80 | June 30..... 23, 753, 057 21 24,014, 052 50 21, 454, 450 00 24, 651, 250 00 
June 7...... 1, 364,365 00 | July 1...... 1, 364, 065 00 1, 242, 925 00 1, 219, 390 00 1, 296, 755 00 
“ | May 24..... | 3, 823, 227 99 | July 9...... 3, 3, 62: 3, 559, 835 54 3, 507,247 96 
| July 28..... GE, COD GD is cicstcitndececeeve 700, 000 00 670, 000 00 
i. | April 12,...| 5,571,082 84 | May 15..... 5, 546 5, 859, 402 91 5, 358, 655 91 
(- July 2...... 20, 741, 132 37 | July 31.....| 20,654 3 ; 21, 393, 141 85 20, 454, 246 22 
5 June 16.....! 297, 805 00 | June 29... 297, 805 00 310,021 64 314,563 50 318, 657 50 
tr | July 16.....| 13,073,594 46 | July 26..... 12,989,907 20 | 15,070,837 95 | 14,980,472 59 15, 894, 434 23 
.| Jane 16.....| 76,075,200 00 | July 2...... 76, 075,200 00 | 60,000,000 00 | 620,810,000 00 | ©86,575, 000 00 
ld | May 4...... 55, 245, 863 25 | June 30.....| 54,365,863 25 | 53,700,990 00 | 49,040,400 00 | 44, 489,520 00 
Simatic Jaly 16....| 14,013,393 25 |.................. 14. 473. 900 09 (e) 13. 949. 200 00 : 
th Sundry Civil..... ......0«-- se na necwenntvenrens July 24.....| 24,418,375 BB |........0ccccecvee 22,657,510 58 | 26,079,257 49 | 22,299,434 30 23, 679, 575 44 
ta etna atlirescteceense cesicones nts ous ovecceseosccooseeceee te ccna 245, 956, 129 28 |.....s0nreveeeers 553, 683 212, 490,779 18 | 179,060,480 69 | 227,330,982 26 
yer Deficiency............0cccsesecs .| July 26..... 7, 807, 158 09 | e a ) 
ds First urgent deficiency... .-| March 10.. 687,062 65 | March 26.. 669,055 84 | > 4,926,855 80 | 7,057,509 00 2,749,941 49 
- Second urgent deficiency... ......0.-sorseresee-sessssesseeres ontinaiandlildeak Te adineesi | 6,433,000 00 | May 28..... 6, 431,500 00 |} 
. i | SS i ED EEN — a —— 
for Total.......... Sinise vibtiantectesévcateccensoce ia aac a 260, 883, 350 02 |...........0.0000- veeeseeees| 217,417,634 98 | 186,117,989 69 | 230,080,923 76 
nid Alabama, awards ........<.csscossscscescese ss “ A scnabbiaitpeenmmannteinias ! wee| 205,769,015 25 
. Increase of the Navy........-csoee ses +e = cag RA OUND © gevetnscensstroonnsins ee 
ing ec -  acsseanscnncaceeapeccereseseoelecerencossso sevens] svecsenearosonsese evees veseeee| &5, 000,000 00 2,177,648 20 9, 592,598 40 1, 912,723 83 
ney Grand total oes seesssseverecssrereevencencosces es sesseecoses Sie aca liiaesi ELE... 264, 783,579 59 | 219,595,283 18 | 195,710,588 09 | 231, 993,647 63 
hall = 
ly as aFifty per cent. of the amounts appropriated for the District of Colurabia are paid by the United States. The amount for the water department (estimated 
ont? for 1887 at $183,483.02) is id out of the revenues of that department. b6In addition to this amount fer pensions for 1881-'85 an unexpended balance of appro- 
om : priation, estimated at $66,000,000, was reappropriated and made available ‘or that fiscal year. cIn addition to this amount for pen fi S4an unex 
nd- pended balance of ion, amounting to $39,000,000, was reapprop riated and made available for that fiscal year d The appropria or the postal 
ah cout out of the postal revenues (estimated for 1887 at $47,542,252.64), and any deficiency in the 
ni i le 





revenue is provided for ot reasury of the 
a ¢No appropriations were made for rivers and harbors for the fiscal years 1883-’84 and 18%5-'s6. fThis is the estimate submitted for 1887: 

The amount that ean be profitably expended,” as reported by the Chief of Engineers, is $42,332,100 (Book of Estimates, page 175 gineludes amounts 
contained in House Executive Documents 62, 70, 176, 210, 225, 233, 270, 275, 280, and 294,and Senate Executive Documents 213 and 218 hThis sum ($5,769,015.28), 
to pay awards of the Alabama Claims Commission, is incident to the act approved June 5, 1882 (volume 23, page 98, Statutes at Large i The estimates 
for “increase of the Na’ 





wy” are included above under estimates for the Navy. jThis sum is estimated. k This sum is based on laws approved and 
i printed up to July $1 and on bills which have passed both Houses. 
, Gor- An examination of the foregoing statement shows that the aggregate | Comparative statement, showing differences between the regular appropria 
d par: amount of the thirteen appropriation bills providing for the tion laws for 1887 and those for 1886. 
hy, @ expenses of the Government during the fiscal year 1887 is| : : 
m ~ $236,553,683.44, being $31,667,166.54 less than the estimates which 
rs, an 


were submitted to Congress, and $24,062, 904.26 in excess of the regu- Title of law. “eee i aceaide 
lar ae made by the last session of the Forty-eighth Congress 
for the fiscal year 1886. = 

Deducting the increased amount given for pensions over what was ee oon omn an 
“ppropriated for 1886, namely, $16,075,200, and the amount of the | SU 00S UTS rs crn See ese peemenssterestne a - 
ti and harbor bill, $14,473,900, making in all $30,549, 100, from | Consular and diplomatic.. encconsecenenssecosenescon obenes| sancunsenconees 
. the Syanecon tens appropriations for 1887, and the remaining ao ee sthddéocsntibsdovestee eens or 
be peonle ae oe 44, or, $6,486,195.74 less than was “ppropriated | jiidiiu nn ne “| gst249 86 
ere - a ‘expenses of the Government for the fiscal rear 1886. Legislative .........-..000-0+0- 722, 362 33 
ney b 
as take® ular 


jase all 
a 
ary >) 


in the 
¢ that I 








98, 367 79 








is a comparative statement exhibiting by titles the reg- | pee ary Academy... i. on — - 
ce valle vith te hee bills and the decrease or increase made as compared EI necthonsecnemnee aes 
ler dollat year 1886, 
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Comparative statement showing difference between the regular appropria- 
tion laws for 1887 and those of 1886—Continned. 


Title of law. 


ber OE ceccen encseieenitintaticiatiaiintinwitinniiiniin wierd | saleeninteimnab ain ..| 14,473,900 00 
Sundry civil | BOE FOG OE fb ccccscerssstie ecco 


7, 439, 501 78 | 31,502,406 04 
7,439,501 78 


Totals (regular appropriations) 


Net increase 1887 over 1886 
Deficiencies, including $6,000,000 for pensions 
Alabamaawards.... 

Increase of Navy 
Miscellaneous. .. 


Total net increase appropriations 1887 over 1886 


Of the remaining sums appropriated by this session of Congress and 
which are not incident to the current and necessary operations of the 
Government, but which swell the total sum of appropriations to $264,- 
783,579.59 as against $219 595,283.18 appropriated by the last session 
of the Forty-eighth Congress, showing an apparent increase of $45, 183,- 
296.41 of appropriations for 1887 over those for 1886, it is due to make 
the following explanation: 

For deficiencies there is appropriated $13, 960,880.87, which aggregate 
sum includes items as follows: 


For payment of pensions and fees of surgeons for examining pen- 
sioners 

For the payment of claims audited and certified by the Treasury, and 
which in the main are for pay, bounty, and other allowances to 
soldiers, all of which accrued during the war period, and also for 
allowances to postmasters on readjustment of salaries.................... 2,580,219 

For the water supply of the District of Columbia 555. 000 

For Court of Claims judgment .............ccccsorcss socesers seccsenseesesssereeseseeeses 683, 744 

For refund to importers, excess of deposits for customs dues 2u0, 000 


$6, 500, 000 


10, 518, 963 
For payment of judgments of the Alabama Claims Commission out 
of funds paid into the Treasury under the Geneva award............. 
For the increase of the naval establishment................ccccscecessssecseneee 
For the new Library building 


5, 769, 015 
3, 500, 000 


sesseeceeeeeees 20, 837, 978 


Adding to the foregoing sum the excess of pensions for 1887 over 
1886 and the amount of the river and harbor bill, making $51,387,- 
078, and deducting the same from the whole amount of appropriations, 
there remains $213,396,501, or less than $1,000,000 in excess of the 
whole amount of regular appropriations made by the last session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress. 

The expenditures of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, the first complete year of the Democratic administration, and 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, the last year of the Repub- 
lican control of the Government, were as follows: 


Expenditures 1886. 


Total expenditures, as reported by Treasury... ....0.<..ccssceressseeeee $242, 483, 138 50 
Amount applied to sinking fund 


Amount paid from postal revenues on account of postal service 
(estimated) 


Wreetad ..cceccoccessescevessecssansseaevessenseecesnapiounenssuatesinesoianneney 


icc ccctentaccedinstoonewes 


Expenditures 1885. 
Total expenditures, as reported by the Treasury...........:60.-.+:0.... 260,226,935 11 
Awount applied to sinking fand..............cccce-ccsesserseeeeeeneeseseesesseeeee 4, 604,085 43 
Amount paid from postal revenues on account of postal service.. 42, 560, 813 83 


. 831,034,181 86 


This exhibit shows an excess of expenditures for 1885 over those for 
1886 of $17,357,632.51. 

The expenditures for pensions in 1886 were $63, 404,864.03 as against 
only $56, 102,267.49 in 1885, being an increase of $7,302,596.54 for 1886 
over 1885, which difference, if deducted from the general expenditures 
as stated above for 1886, would make the reduction of expenditures for 
1886 $24,660,229.05 under the expenditures shown for 1885. 


The total revenues of the Government for the fiscal year 1887 are es- 
timated as follows: 


From customs, internal revenue, and other sources................000 
From the postal service 


Total estimated receipts 1887 ................csssecseseeseseeseeeeene eooceee 


The total regular annual appropriations made by this session of 
Congress are ... 


Total permanent annual and indefinite appropriations 


eens 


Total appropriations. 


Asa rule the annual expenditures are from seven or eight to ten mill- 
ions of dollars less than the annual appropriations. In 1885 the ex- 
penditares were more than $7,000,000 less than the 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the immediate subject under consideration, 
I voted for the original proposition as it passed the House. I did not 
see then that there need be any apprehension from the execution of 
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the joint resolution if it should become a law in the form in which jt 
passed the House, and I have heard nothing since from any source that 
has aroused in my mind any fear that if it had become a law in t}:.; 
form it would have worked injury to the Governmentor to the 
On the contrary, I believe that instead of harming the public cred); it 
would have strengthened it. The Senate, however, thought other. 
wise, and we are unable to secure the passage of the resolution in the 
form in which the House thought it should be passed. The Senata 
made certain amendments. So far as the use of the surplus money in 
the Treasury for the payment of the public debt is involved, the prac- 
tical result of the amendments of the Senate will be to make a differ. 
ence of about twenty millions—the difference between seventy-;. 
millions and fifty-five millions. In other words, the joint reso/y; 
as itcomes from the committee of conference, will secure the paym 
in about five and a half or six months, of $55,000,000 of the public 
debt, separate and distinct from the amount which is necessary ¢, meet 
the requirements of the sinking-fund law, so that during the coming 
year, if this joint resolution becomes a law, there will be more than 
one hundred millions of the public debt liquidated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman wil| permit 
a suggestion, the balance shows that the surplus is eighty millions now 
instead of seventy-five. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know; but you have got the twenty millions 
counted there. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
ence of sixty millions. 

Mr. BLAND. Provided they have the gold to pay it with. 

Mr.RANDALL. Astothat point, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing inthe 
joint resolution which changes the authority now vested in the Depart- 
ment to pay the bonds in any kind of money that the people are will. 
ing to take. 

Mr. BLAND. But this resolution makes it discretionary with the 
Secretary of the Treasury to suspend the payment whenever he has not 
the gold. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will come to that question of discretion in a mo- 
ment. I find myself, Mr. Speaker, in this situation: I can not get all 
I want, but I do not, therefore, propose to say that I will not accept a 
part of what I want. I do not believe in giving undue discretion, or 
in fact I might say any discretion, to the Treasury Department. 

I am fully aware that when the Treasury Department was organized 
there were few, if any, who advocated giving it any discretion. The 
general current of thought at that time was that the Treasury Depart- 
ment, above all other Departments of the Government, should have the 
least discretion, and it is easy to see why that view controlled. The 
power has not been abused, perhaps, by this administration or by past 
administrations; but, nevertheless, the power of manipulating the pub- 
lic funds is too dangerous a power to be intrusted to any oflicial unless 
under the guidance and control of law, and we must sooner or later— 
I say it with the greatest respect to those who now administer the Gov- 
ernment—we must sooner or later take from the Treasury Department 
the enormous discretion which it has at this time. That discretion 
grew up as a result of the war. It came because we found it necessary 
to make alliances with the banking interests of the country, in order 
that our bonds should be placed, and thus our Treasury was enabled 
to meet the requirements of the war; but I think that so soon as it is pos- 
sible we should traverse all legislation giving undue discretion to any 
public officer in connection with the management of the public ‘ands. 
The truth is the Treasury has come to be a mother bank, as it were, (0 
control the condition of the finances of the country. The intent and 
purpose of the Treasury Department should be to receive and keep '0 
safe custody the revenues, and to disburse them in such manner as the 
laws may direct. 

While I believe that this resolution in its present form is not all tha! 
is desirable, Lam willing to support it as going part of the way in the 
direction toward which we should look; and I am comforted in doing 
so when I remember that while officials of the Treasury Departmen! 
resisted the proposition as passed originally by the House, that since 
the conferees have put the resolution in its present form it is more 4“ 
ceptable to those Treasury officers. I am therefore at a loss to uncer 
stand why all who voted for this proposition originally should not wore 
for it in its present form. It is in the direction of the views of thow 
who originally voted for it; and I submit that we should not, by vol 
down the entire proposition, allow ourselves to be diverted from 4 par 
tial accomplishment of what we then intended. . 

I hope therefore that this conference report will be accepted. Av*" 
majority of the people of the United States, so far as I have been 4°" 
to hear izom them, expect us to adopt some measure of this kind. 
can not accomplish everything we desire; but we can accomplish -s 
much in accord with their sentiments. It is a step forward upo2 
policy on which we y started out. ; * 

Mr. HEWITT. Do I understand my friend to say that this mes“ 
is now to the officials of the Treasury Department ’ 

———— : ‘ho at firs 

Mr. RANDALL. I say it is now ie to Senators ‘he 
spoke against it; and the amendments which have been put ee af 
resolution were, as I understand, placed there upon the sugges? 
certain Treasury officials. 
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| 
Mr. HEWITT. But I do not understand the gentleman to say that | Comstock, 


the Treasury officials have communicated to him that it is acceptable. 
Mr. RANDALL. They have not. 


Mr. MORRISON. 


the report, 
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I move the previous question on the adoption of | Cutcheon, 
| 


e e j 
Mr. LORE. If the gentleman from Illinois will withhold that mo- 
tion for a moment, I would like to ask him whether itis probable that | 


if this report be rejected the conferees will agree to the proposition for | 


the redemption of the trade-dollar. 
Mr. MORRISON. Never with my consent. 
Mr. RANDALL. Let me say to the gentleman from Delaware [ Mr. 


Lore] that I am as much concerned in regard to the trade-dollar ashe | 


is; but why embarrass this proposition by making an issue now on that 
question? The provision in regard to the trade-dollar was put on the 
resolution in the Senate by a bare majority of 1. We will try some 
other method of providing for the redemption of the trade-dollar. The 


adoption of this report is too important to be embarrassed by making | 


that issue now. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania expect to 
accomplish anything in regard to the redemption of the trade-dollar be- 
fore we adjourn? 

Mr. RANDALL, I shall press such a proposition to-day, if I have 
the opportunity. . 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of making a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Would it be in order to move to instruct the man- 
agers on the part of the House to concur in the Senate amendment which 
provides for the redemption of the trade-dollars? If such a motion is 
in order, I desire to make it. 

The SPEAKER. Ofcourse such a motion is not in order at this stage 
of proceeding. The only question now before the House is upon agree- 
ing to the report of the committee of conference, which is a single ques- 
tion. If the report be not adopted then the whole subject is open, and 
the gentleman may move to concur with or without amendments. 

The previous questicn was ordered. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the report of the committee 
of conference, there were—ayes 96, noes 37. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
120, nays 63, not voting 139; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 


Baker, Ford, Jones, J. IT. Reid, J. W. 
Ballentine, Forney, King, Richardson, 
Barnes, Funston, Kleiner, Riggs. 
Barry, Gay, Laird, Rockwell, 
Blanchard, Gibson, C. H. Landes, Romeis, 
Blount, Gibson, Eustace Le Fevre, Rowell, 
Boyle, Gilfillan, Libbey, Ryan, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Glass, Lindsley, Seymour, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Glover, Little, Skinner, 
Krowne, T. M. Goff, Lovering, Sowden, 
Butterwo Green, W. J. Lyman, Springer, 
Caldwell Grout, Maybury, St. Martin, 
Cannon, Guenther, McAdoo, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Carleton, Hall, McComas, Strait, 
Clements, Halsell, McKenna, Struble, 
Conger, Heard, MeMillin, Swope, 

T, Hemphill, McRae, Taylor, Zach. 
Cowles, Henderson,D.B. Morgan, Thomas, J. R. 
Crain, Henderson, J.8. Morrison, ‘Thomas, O. B. 
Crisp, Henderson, T. J. Neal, Trigg, 
Dargan, Hepburn, Negley, Tucker, 
Dorsey, Herbert, Nelson, Van Eaton, 
Dougherty, Hermann, Norwood, Wallace, 
Dunn, Hiscock, Oates, Ward, J. I. 

E n, Hitt, O'Neill, J.J. Weber, 
‘ldredge, Hopkins, Parker, West, 
Ely, Hudd, Perkins, Wheeler, 
Farquhar, Hutton, Perry, Wilkins, 
Felton, Jackson, Pidcock, Willis, 

. Johnston, T. D. Randall, Wise. 
Aten 3.00 NAYS—63. 

we Culberson, Holman, Scranton, 
fitinoen, Daniel, Kelley, Seney, 

Bi nett, Dibble, Lanham, Spooner, 
ngham, Dockery, Lehibach, Stephenson, 

Deal, Dowdney, Lore, Symes, 
Brad Evans, Lowry, Tarsney, 
Bead ¥ Everhart, Mahoney, Taulbee, 
Buchan -W. er’ Markham, Townshend, 
Bunnell! Frede . Merriman, Viele, 
Burnes, , Fuller, Muller, Wade, 
Byn Harmer, Neece, Ward, T.B 

um, Hatch, O’ Neill, Charles Warner, William 
Campbell, Felix Hewitt, Osborne, Weaver, A. J. 

pbell, T. J. Hiestand, Payson, Weaver, J. B. 
Coll, Hin, Price, White, A.C, 

Hires, Sayers, 
on NOT VOTING—139. 
Adams, G, Barbour. Bragg, Campbell, J. M. 
Adams, J, J. Barksdale, Brown, C.E. Campbell, J. E. 
hs Bayne, Brumm, Candler, 
a H — Buck, Caswell, 
Angee Fe Burleigh, Catchings, 
Arnot, JA. Biiss, Burrows, Clardy, 
Boutelle, Compton, 
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P StahInecker Outhwaite, 
Ox, Iloward, Steele, Stewart, Charlies 

Croxton, lrion, James Stewart, J. W. 

} Curtin, Owen, Johnson, F. A Stone, E. F 

Pay: Johnston, J.T Stone, W.J., Ma 

Davenport, Pee! Jones, J. I Storm, 
Davidson, A.C. Peters Ketcham, Swinburne, 

i Davidson, R. H. M Pettibone Laffoon raylor, E. B. 
meets, La Follette, Taylor,l. H. 

awson, Lawler, Taylor, J. M. 

Dingley, Long Thompson 
Dunham, Louttit Throel norton 
Elisberry, Martin, T n n : 
Ermentrout, Mats T irner 
Fisher, McCreary Van Schaicl 
Foran, McKinley, Wadsworth 
Gallinger, Millard, Wait 

Geddes, Miller, Wakefield 
Green, R.8, Milliken, Warner, A. J, 
Grosvenor, Mills, Wellborn 
Hale, Mitchell White, Milo 
Hammond, Moffatt Whiting, 
Hanback, Mort Wilson, 
Harris, Morrow Winans, 
Hayden, Singleton, Murphy, Wolford 
Hay nes, Smalls, O'Donnell, Woodburn, 
Henley, Snyder, O' Ferrall, Worthington, 
Holmes, - 





priggs, O'Hara, 

So the report was adopted. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. WHEELER moved to dispense with the reading of the names, 

Objection was made. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. JoHNsoN, of New York. 

Mr. PINDAR with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. SWINBURNL. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 

Mr. McCrREARY with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. BourELLE. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. Wuire, of Minnesota. 

Mr. HARRIS with Mr. HoLMEs. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. CROXTON with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. SAWYER. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. MILLARD. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. JoNES, of Alabama, with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. MARTIN with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. DAWSON with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. HALE with Mr. HouKk. 

Mr. SADLER with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. BARzOouUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. BraGoG with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTTI. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. RoGers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. WINANS with Mr. CUTCITEON. 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. JoHN M. TAYLor with Mr. Ike H. Taytorn. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. TURNER with Mr. Dorsey. 

Mr. HENLEY with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. COMSTOCK with Mr. BuRROWS. 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. RICE. 

Mr. FIsHER with Mr. DAVIs. 

Mr. IRION with Mr. WHITING. 

For to-day: 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. JAMES. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. Morratr. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. BRuMM. 

Mr. WILSON with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam paired with Mr. PAYNE, of New York, on this 
vote. Ido not know how he would vote, but if 1 were not paired I wouid 
vote in the affirmative. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
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was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages in writing were received from the President, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

It was further announced that he had approved and signed, August 
4, 1886, bills and joint resolutions of the following titles, namely: 

An act (H. R. 2027) granting a pension to Joshua Armstrong; 

An act (H. R. 2964) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Abel 
Mishler, of Pennsylvania; 

An act (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Peter Adams; 

An act (H. R. 190) for the relief of certain employés and others, of 
the twelfth United States light-house district; 

An act (H. R. 8585) to provide for the inspection of tobacco, cigars, 
and snuff, and to repeal section 3151 of the Revised Statutes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 81) providing for the printing and distribu- 
tion of documents of the monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881, and 
the report of the monetary commission created under the joint resolu- 
tion of August 15, 1876; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for printing report of Commissioner 
of Agriculture; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 138) to print 10,000 copies of the report of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture on the International Sheep and Wool 
Show held in Philadelphia in 1880. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage without amendment of a bill (H. R. 2918) for 
the relief of William Huntington. 

It further announced the passage of a bill (S. 938) for the relief of 
Chittenden Brothers, in which concurrence was requested. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask by unanimous consent that gentlemen hay- 
ing reports to submit may be allowed to do so by handing them to the 
Clerk during this day for reference to the proper Calendar. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill of the 
House, No. 4865, to extend the system for the immediate delivery of 
letters, &e. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported they 
had .examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2918) for the relief of William Huntington; and 

A bill (S. 885) to relieve the State of Colorado from charges on ac- 
count of ordnance stores furnished to the State and Territory. 

L. D. SUGG. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
War Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 10015) for the reliefof L. D. Sugg; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN. H. STUCKER. 


Mr. MORRILL (by Mr. DouGHERTY), by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back favorably the bill 
(H. R. 7748) granting a pension to John H. Stucker; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL D. HARPER. 


Mr. WHEELER, by unanimousconsent, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3368) granting 
relief to Samuel D. Harper; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. WHEATON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. TRIGG, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 988) for the relief of William R. 
Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

A. M. ANDERSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. TRIGG, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Claims, 
also reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9261) for the relief of A. 
M. Anderson and others; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAINT LOUIS RIVER. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
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mittee on Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9987) ;, 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Saint Louis River at 
the most accessible point between theStates of Minnesota and Wisconsiy. 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Priy:, 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be print; d. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 
Mr. McMILLIN, by unanimous consent, from the Select Com 


on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, reported back 
with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2076) for the relies of the 
merchant marine of the United States engaged in the foreign carr 
trade; which was ordered to be laid on the table and the accomp 
ing report printed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the minority } 
leave to file their views at any time hereafter on this bil). 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


A. CUSIMANO & CO. 

Mr. McMILLIN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee oy 
Ways and Means, also reported back favorably the bill (H. Rk. 6743) 
for the relief of A. Cusimano & Co.; which was referred to the Com. 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac. 
companying report, ordered to be printed, 

WILLIAM H. HEISTER. 

Mr. STRUBLE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ip- 
valid Pensions, re back with a favorable recommendation the pil] 
(H. R. 731) granting a pension to William H. Heister; which was re. 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to file a report {from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There was no objection. 

STEPHEN H. BATES. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 10016) granting a pension to Stephen H. Bates, late a private in 
Company K, Forty-second Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ying 


any- 
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MRS. E. M. FISHER. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, by unanimous consent, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Mrs. E. M. Fisher, a nurse 
in the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PICTURE OF THE MARQUIS DE LAFAYETTE. 


Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Library, submitted a resolution of instructions to that committee to pro- 
pose a plan for a tablet to be placed on the picture of the Marquis de 
Lafayette which hangs in the Hall of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to makea 
statement to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are several reports, I understand, of con- 
ference committees waiting action. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There are a large number of conference reports to 
ve dis of. 

Mr. BELMONT. I know—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was responding to the gent!eman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. BELMONT. There is a report from the Committee on Foreiga 
Affairs which, it seems to me, ought to be considered before the coe 
of the session. I know that conference reports are in order, but still, 
if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprrnGEer], who has, | believe, 4 
report to submit, will allow me a moment I think this can be 

of. é 

Mr. SPRINGER. This report will take but a very short time. 

Mr. BELMONT. I would like to know, if possible, whether these 
conference — will probably take up the remainder of the sessi® 
until 5 o’clock ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer the questio0. 

Mr. BELMONT. Then I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
of which I now speak, relating to the imprisonment of an Amencan o'r 
zen in Mexico, be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. HITT. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Illinois yields to me for 4 ™” 
ment to ask unanimous consent that gentlemen who desire to oso ™F 
print remarks in the Recorp touching the conference repo" just 
adopted. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] | 


has also made a similar request. Is there objection ? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARKHAM. I wish to be recognized to ask unanimous con- 

at—— 
The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. BELMONT addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HITT. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Missouri insists on the 
regular order. 

Mr. BELMONT. Probably the gentleman from Missouri is not 
aware of my object. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentlemancansee him and ascertain whether 
he is or not. 


PHENIX NATIONAL BANK, NEW YORK. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I submit a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
tha ball of the Senate No. 1599 for the relief of the Pheenix National Bank of the 
State of New York, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend do recommend that the House of Representatives do recede 
from its amendment to said bill. 
WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
SAMUEL W.T. LANHAM, 
JAMES BUCHANAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WILLIAM M. EVARTS, 
JOHN J. INGALIS, 
GEORGE G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I submit the statement which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The conferees on the part of the House of 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phoenix National 
Bank, of the ay af New York, submit the following explanation of the effect of 
receding from the House amendment to said bill, as recommended by the con- 
ference report: z 

The House amendment reduced the amount to be paid to the claimant from 
$29,624.35 to $12,117.38. The conferees recommend that the House recede from 
its amendment for the reason that the first-named sum represents the exact 
amount which the Phenix Bank was compelled to pay and did pay to satisfy 
the judgment and court costs in the —— to which the bank was subjected 
by the authorized acts of the United , as set forth in the report of the 
Committee on Claims of the respective Houses. 


resentatives on the disagreeing 


WM. M.SPRINGER, 
8. W. T. LANHAM, 
JAMES BUCHANAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent toprint in the Recorp 
the report of the Senate committee on this bill. It will fully explain 
the reason why the conferees have recommended that the House recede 
from its amendment to the Senate bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Dinois ? 
Mr. GLOVER. I would like to have it read. 
Mr. SPRINGER addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 
Mr. SPRINGER. I now move the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the report. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the conference committee was adopted. 
Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 


eet and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will lay before 
the House, not in their order under the rule, an executive communica- 
tion and some other matters. 


There was no objection. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War reco that provision be made for the wants of the service 
for the river and harbor works now in progress in the event of the failure 
of the river and harbor appropriation bill; also transmitting a state- 


meut from the Chief of and a recommendation of an appro- 
Priation of $500,000 for purpose; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


CALIFORNIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


The SPEAKER allso laid before the House a bill of the following 
title, with Senate amendments: 


A bill (H.R. to detach certain counties from the United States 
judicial of and create the United States judicial 
“trict of Southern California. 


P Task unanimous consent that the Senate amend- 
ments be concurred in. 
There was no objection, and the amendments were concurred in. 
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The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


| 
} 
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Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


|} ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
| sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 





SITE FOR CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. R. 
82) making an additional appropriation for the purchase of a site for 
the Congressional Library. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that that 
joint resolution be taken up and put upon its passage 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker 
The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on the Library. 


MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (8. R. 
83) for the payment of the salaries of the Mississippi and Missouri River 
Commissions, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
Rivers and Harbors. 


The SPEAKER. 


I move that that be referred to the Committee on 


It is for the payment of salaries, and would be re- 
ferred under the rule to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to its being referred to Rivers and Harbors. 
The Committee on Rivers and Harbors has adjourned. The resolution 
provides for an appropriation, and should go to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 


Mr. RANDALL. It is not likely that the Committee on A ppropri- 
ations will have another meeting this session, and therefore I ask that 
the resolution rest on the table for the present. 


Mr. GLOVER. I object. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, YONKERS, N. Y. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1597) for the 
erection of a public building at Yonkers, N. Y.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


CHITTENDEN BROTHERS. ° 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 938) for the relief 
of Chittenden Brothers. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, inasmuch as the original bill has been 
before that committee. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that reference will 
be made. 


IMPRISONMENT OF A. K. 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who objected to the 
consideration of the resolution which I presented from the Conimittee 
on Foreign Affairs w: thdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. 1s there further objection? 
The resolution will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CUTTING 


The Chair hears none 


Whereas A. K. Cutting, an American citizen, is wrongfully deprived of his 
liberty by Mexican officials at Paso del Norte, in the Republic of Mexico; and 

Whereas the Mexican Government refuses to release said Cutting upon the 
demand of the President of the United States; and 

Whereas the Government of Mexico alleges as a reason for its refusal to com- 
ply with such demand that said Cutting is guilty of violating a Mexican law 
upon American soil; and 

Whereas the House of Representatives, while appreciating the disposition 
shown by the Government of Mexico tocarry out internationai obligations, can 
never assent to the doctrine shat citizens of the United States may be prose 
cuted in a foreign country for acts done wholly upon American soil: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, First, that the House of Representatives approves of the aet’on 
of the President of the United States in demanding the release of said A. K. Cut 
ting. 

Resolved, Second, that the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested to renew the demand for the velease of the said A. K. Cutting. 


The SPEAKER. 
olution? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I will wait to 
hear any explanation which the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEL- 
MONT] may desire to make. 

The SPEAKER. But the matter is not before the House for con 


Is there objection to the consideration of this res- 


| sideration if there is objection. 








Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, Mr. Speaker, | think 
this is a delicate matter, which we ought not to pass upon without 
some further evidence. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. 
to the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will listen to an explanation 
from the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT], reserving the 
right to object. 

The SPEAKER. But other gentlemen object to having debate upon 
the resolution until it is before the House for consideration. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will allow 
the resolution to be considered. 

Mr. BELMONT. I have not heard the gentleman object. 


I hope there will be no objection 
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The SPEAKER. 
this resolution ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, an explanation 
has been made to me which causes me to withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there father objection? The Chair hears none. 
The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON and Mr. WEST. Let us hear what the resolution is. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read, but in the absence of objection 
it will be read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CURTIN. Can not the correspondence to which these resolu- 
tions refer be read ? 

The SPEAKER. Only in the time of some gentleman who has the 
floor. The correspondence was communicated by the President in a 
message which was laid before the House a day or two ago and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. LANHAM. It was printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed it is printed in the Rec- 
ORD. 

Mr. BELMONT. The correspondence was transmitted to the House 
yesterday and is printed in full in the Recorp of this moruing. 

Mr.CURTIN. I think we should know, before we act on these res- 
olutions, whether all the matters stated are true. Suppose I take the 
floor and ask for the reading of the correspondence ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] 
is now entitled to the floor if he desires to occupy it. If not, the Chair 
will recognize some other gentleman. 

Mr. BELMONT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Lilinois 
[Mr. Hirt]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Are these resolutions before the House for consid- 
eration ? ; 

The SPEAKER. 
was made. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the resolutions now under consideration 
appear to have been reported by a unanimous vote of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. When they were considered by that committee the 
correspondence in the case referred to was in manuscript, and its sub- 
stanceand tenor were, especially the communications from the Mexican 
Government, unknown, at least to myself. I was called from my seat 
in the House to pass upon this question in committee. So faras I am 
aware, only the letter of the Secretary of State, a brief summary of the 
correspondence, was known to the gentlemen of the committee who 
passed upon the question. Upon the statement in that summary that 
the Mexican Government had refused a demand from our minister for 
the release of an American citizen, and that custody of this citizen was 
claimed by the Mexican Government under a law which is substan- 
tially set forth in these resolutions, I assented toreporting them favor- 
ably to the House. 

This morning I find that whole correspondence printed in the Rrc- 
ORD, and I have read it carefully and with surprise. I find that the 
Mexican Government, instead of having refused the demand of our Gov- 
ernment, instead of answering Mr. Bayard’s demand for this man’s in- 
stant liberation with a rebuff, has promptly and earnestly endeavored 
to do all that we asked, and hasfully explained why it could not order 
or compel a state or state court. Every word of the answer and all the 
acts of the secretary of state of Mexicoand the president of the republic 
himself show a disposition of compliance. There is no evasion, no defi- 
ance; there is very nearly humiliation in the tone of that government, so 
feeble in material resources compared to our country, before tne sudden, 
imperious demand of the Secretary of State in the name of the Presi- 
dent to instantly set at liberty a man who was being tried before a 
state court. 

On the 6th of July our minister in Mexico, Mr. Jackson, learned for 
the first time of this proceeding at El Paso, and laid the matter before 
the Mexican Government. On that very day it was considered. 

A letter was sent from the ministry of foreign affairs of that country 
to the governor of the state of Chihuahua, where this man was being 
tried. That letter, sent by the advice of the president, who concerned 
himself in satisfying us, recommended the governor to see justice ad- 
ministered promptly and duly, and to alleviate the hard condition of 
the prisoner, as well in all else permitied by the laws. The terms of 
that letter, if I had time to read it, would show the friendly, the con- 
ciliatory spirit of the Mexican minister, the in fact, on the 
part of that government to avoid conflict and end this troublesome 
question with their powerfal neighboron the north. They appear most 
anxious to avoid quarrel with us. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is not this man under arrest now? 

A MEMBER. Why do they not release him? 

Mr. HITT. He isin prison, and why? The pathetic story given 
in the dispatch of our minister to the Mexican Government is that he 
is in a loathsome, filthy prison, and is denied bail, though he has aban- 
dant bail ready. Upon that statement of Minister Jackson, detailing 
the horrors of this man’s confinement and this hard ruling, the Presi- 
dent of Mexico intervened and exercised his influence for the purpose 
of having the man allowed bail and that he should no be treated 


with such cruel imprisonment. What was the result? He scornfully 
refused to give bail and said he would stay. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


They are. The Chair asked forobjection and none 


Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. HITT. Wait until I finish answering this one. 

He refused it, it is said, on the advice of that mischief-making consy) 
who is reported as making speeches to crowds in the streets about yin. 
dicating the rights of this great country. It is unfortunately to such 
a man, who seems to be indiscretion itself, that the conduct of oy, 
affairs there has fallen. This prisoner, by the advice of the consy) 
and declaring that his case was no longer a small individual affair of 
petty courts but was of international importance, refused to give }j| 
and persisted in staying in his prison. He can walk out of it (for jy. 
says he has abundant bail) at any moment he pleases. 

In this correspondence, which my veteran diplomatic friend [Mr 
Curtin ] asked just now to have read, the Governmentof Mexicoexplains 
that the autonomy of a state in Mexico, just as in the United States 
is independent of the federal government, and that the courts admiy_ 
ister justice, not by the orders ofthe president or his ministry—a gj). 
ilar answer to that Mr. Bayard gave recently to the minister of Ching 
when he sought relief for Chinamen wounded, pillaged, their relatiyec 
murdered, and whose rights were disregarded in this country. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HITT. With pleasure. 

Mr. CRAIN. Instead of it being the fact that this man has been of. 
fered bail and has declined to accept it, is it not true that he has been 
convicted and is now awaiting sentence, and that he was tried for |ih¢! 
under the laws of Texas, instead of the Mexican law? 

Mr. HITT. ‘There is no official information about that. I have re. 
ceived two or three different versions of that matter to-day from dif. 
ferent newspapers and from persons pretending to have dispatches, 
One man, who said that he had come from the highest source of infor- 
mation, told me his assurance was that the Mexican authorities ex- 
pected to reach an end of the case this very day, and that the man 
would be set at liberty. I do not know that there is one word of truth 
in any of these stories which have been in circulation, as we have no 
official information later than the conclusion of the diplomatic corre- 
spondence now on our tables. That correspondence ends with the {act 
that the chief-justice of Chihuahua had issued a decree to the judge 
to report in three days and to carry out the law allowing bail; and now 
we hear that he has refused to give bail, though by it he was at liberty 
to leave his prison whenever he chose. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to ask my friend from Dlinois from what 
source he ascertains that bail was offered this gentleman. 

Mr. HITT. In a letter signed by the gentleman and which was 
shown to me a short time ago by one of the friends of this measure. 

Mr. DANIEL. Isit in the official correspondence? 

Mr. HITT. Itisnot. Ido not know absolutely or officially that 
such is the fact. I take my information from the letter which was 
shown to me by his friend and the El Paso newspapers. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me a moment 
to reply to the reflections he made a few moments ago upon the Ameri- 
can consul ? 

Mr. HITT. No, I have not time to yield. 

Mr. KING. The gentleman makesa charge wrongfully and then de- 
clines to permit a reply. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman must make his speech in his own time 
I spoke only of that officer’s public actions as reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] declines 
to yield to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to ask the gentleman from I))inois w).ether 
he does not know from the official correspondence furnished to \s 
through the Secretary of State thatthis gentleman, Mr. Cutting, is now 
in prison in Mexico in violation of his rights as an American citizen, 
and has been for one month? 

Mr. HITT. I know from the correspondence that he is in prison, 
and I know that our Government is now doing in this case what 1 
has done in more than fifty cases which have at different times arisea 
on the Mexican border, in a hundred cases of imprisonment or other 
wrong which havearisen with the South American and other countries— 
is intervening to secure his release and redress, There is notling more 
common in the business of the Foreign Office of this country than such 
intervention ; and there is every prospect that with cordial d:site 00 
the part of both governments, ours earnestly urging and the Mexicat 
government earnestly endeavoring, with all the power with which" 
is clothed by their constitution, that intervention in this case wil! be 
successful, I do not believe that the Democratic Secretary of State 
so incompetent that he can not conduct to complete success a nego" 
tion with Mexico in this single case, when he has been successtal in 
many other cases, and he will do it without the direction given!" = 
last resolution. All this is a wholly unnecessary demonstration "! 
the House toward a comparatively feeble neighbor, who is on!y ' 
eager to avoid trouble with us. — 

The Secretary of State can attend to this well enough. We 0! 
understand his purpose; we trust his methods of procedur« and ~ 
principles guiding him. I am y content to let the Departines 
attend to the business for which it is constituted. il le 

The case for the interference of this legislative body in diploma" 
questions and pending is where the Department sec 
need backing @ powerful opponent, where there is deliavee 
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our country, where there is evasion of its rightful demands, or where 
the Executive is uncertain, and there seems to be a necessity for the 
expression of the voice of the Legislature. But why should we inter- 
fere here? Why should we break out in reproach and threats against 
this weaker neighbor, anxious to be at peace with us? Were Mexico 
a great first-class power like England, that can bring her mailed fleets 
in a week to bombard the port and burn the city of New York, would 
there be so much demonstration? I would quickly vote a supporting 
resolution in a troubling question with England. What is the reason 
why such swift-footed wrath should be meted out to one of the least 
werful of neighboring foreign powers? 

I have enough confidence in the Secretary of State to believe he is 
competent to manage this diplomatic question like others. The de- 
mand he made upon Mexico has been answered in a perfectly friendly 
spirit and all they have done has been the very reverse of hostile. The 
reiteration, to humiliate Mexico needlessly, would embarrass a friendly 
government and possibly lead to local disturbance there where govern- 
ments are not so solidly seated as we could wish. It is our interest and 
duty as members of a national Legislature, for the sake of our own peo- 
le and for the sake of all nations, to do what we can to preserve peace. 

[Applanse. The Secretary of State knows full well without these 
resolutions that he has the backing of this Congress and of all our coun- 
try in defending the rights and redressing the wrongs of Americans 
everywhere. On that we are always united, and there never has been 
and never will be one uncertain voice in the Congress of the United 
States on aught that touches the sacred rights of an American citizen. 
[Applause. } 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, Iam somewhat surprised that my 
colleague on the committee who yesterday joined in the report we 
have made to the House should to-day change his opinion. And I do 
not find that the information which he now presents to the House is 
derived from this record or from the message of the President or the 
letter of the Secretary of State accompanying it. My friend doubts 
whether Mexico has refused to accede to the demand of this Govern- 
ment. I can find no better authority than the statement made by the 
Secretary of State to the President, which forms part of the corre- 
spondence laid before the House, accompanying the President’s mes- 
sage, and which is printed in full in the RecorD of this morning. I 
will read it: 

On July 22, 1866, the telegram of Mr. Jackson, minister at Mexico, dated July 
21, 1886, was received here, stating the refusal of the Mexican Government to 
accede to the telegraphic demand of the undersigned for Cutting’s release, the 
substance of which telegram is appended. On the same day a summary of the 
reasons for so declining was asked for by telegraph, and on the same nighta 
reply from Mr. Jackson was received, giving a summary of the Mexican rea- 
sons, The substance of this telegraphic summary is annexed, and the full text 
of Mr, Mariscal’s refusal is found among the accompaniments to a later dispatch 
from Mr, Jackson—No. 272, of July 22, 1886. 

On July 26, 1886, Consul Brigham telegraphed to this Department that the gov- 
ernor of Chihuahua was pushing the trial of Cutting, who ignored the proceed- 
ings; copy of which telegram pooeeeeened. 

On July 27,1886, the instruction of the undersigned, numbered 228, was mailed 
to Mr, Jackson; copy thereof is annexed. 

The last communication from Minister Jackson on the subject being his dis- 
patch No, 272, of July 22, 1886, hereinbefore referred to, was received at this De- 


panes on the 8ist ultimo. It conveys the text of the correspondence had by 
= with the Mexican secretary fur foreign affairs, in which Cutting’s release 


demanded and ref: 
Mr. HITT. In the dence you will find it was not refused. 
Mr. BELMONT. On the contrary it is very clearly shown that it 
was refused, and so it appeared to my colleague when yesterday he 
joined with the rest of the committee in its report. In reaching his 
conclusion yesterday my friend had also before him the statute under 
which the Governmentof Mexico claims the right to arrest and punish 
this American citizen, That statute is laid before us in the corre- 


This is simply a question of jurisdiction. The gist of the whole 
matter is, whether we can afford to recognize the contention of Mexico 
in setting up one of its federal statutes as a ground for claiming juris- 
diction over an offense committed by an American citizen within 
the territory of the United States. My colleague on the committee 
had before him the statute yesterday and agreed with the commit- 
tee it was proper that a resolution should be passed declaring that this 
Government could not assent to such a doctrine. I have failed to dis- 
cover from any statement he has since made a reason for his change of 
opin, unless it be the reports circulated in the newspapers. 
Mr oes hin The ey neta anne me. 

; : not desire in the slightest to misrepresent 

the gentleman. : 






Mr. HITT. Let me say that I did assent to the report, understand- 
ing that this law was claimed by the Mexican Government to be its 
‘eun and erent for refusing the demand of the United States, and 

under it held Mr. Cutting; whereas I read in the correspond- 
‘ace that this law is simply handed by the Mexican minister to us as 
explaining the action of the court over which they have no control, nor 








of the state where the court is sit 
tient HISCOCK. Let me ask er liteinen from New York a ques- 






Mr. BELMONT. I will answer my colleague as soon as I have an- 
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swered the gentleman from Illinois on this point. That this article 
, } { » 

186 of the Mexican code is cleat ly in contention appears in the commu- 
nication of the Secretary of State, which is as follows: 

t ae oF ¥ of artic le 186 of the Mexican code, which was handed to the undersigned 
»y Mr. Romero in support of the claim of Mexico to take cognizance of crimes 
of which Mexicans were the subject in foreign countries, is herewith appended, 
This conflict of laws is ev en more profound than the literal d 
responding statutes, for it affects the underly 


Terence of cor- 


t ig principles of security to per- 
sonal liberty and freedom of speech or expression, which are among the main 
objects sought to be secured by our framework of government rhe present 
case may constitute a pree=ent fraught with the most serious results 


The House will at once perceive when this statute is read why the 
question has assumed so great an importance. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to ask a question of my colleague. 

Mr. BELMONT. I will first ask to have the statute read. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me ask if the President has sent to 
Congress a message on this subject. 

Mr. BELMONT. Yes; and the President has transmitted to the 
House the whole correspondence which has taken place up to this time. 
I will ask the Clerk to read the passage I have marked. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARTICLE 186 OF THE MEXICAN PENAL CODF. 

Any crimes that may be committed on the territory of a foreign state by a 

Mexican against Mexicans or against foreigners, or by a foreigner against Mex- 


icans, may be punished in Mexico, in conformity with the laws of the country, 
under the following provisions: 


I. That the accused party should be in Mexico, whether of his own free will 
or by having been extradited. 

Il. Thata proper complaint should be made by the legitimate party in case 
the guilty person should be a foreigner. 

lil. That the accused party should not have been tried in the country where 
the crime was committed, or, in case he has been tried, that no acquittal, am- 
nesty, or pardon should have been pronounced in the matter. 

IV. That the violation of which he may be accused should be considered a 
crime both in the country where it was committed and in Mexico. 

V. That the crime should be liable, in accordance with the laws of Mexico, to 
@ more severe punishment than that of arrest. 

Mr. BELMONT. The House will have observed that this distinctly 
claims an extraterritorial jurisdiction. In other words, that the offense 
of which Cutting was guilty, an offense committed within the borders 
of the United States, is according to this law to be punished by Mexico 
in Mexico. 

May I ask how much time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed and yielded in all 
seventeen minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman, if the 
President has sent 2 message to the House, that he will have it read in 
his time. 

Mr. LANHAM. The message is exceedingly brief. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 1 take it that upon a subject of so much 
importance, if the President deems it necessary for Congress to take 
action, he would send a letter of advice or recommendation. 

Mr. GOFF. It is only a letter of transmittal. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The message of the President simply transmits the 
correspondence. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then, as I understand it, the President 
has sent no communication asking for action in this matter, nor has 
the Secretary of State. 

Mr. BELMONT. The correspondence and the letter undoubtedly 
suggest such action as the committee recommends. It is now within 
a few minutes of the hour of adjournment under the rule, and I will 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois, who desires to submit a motion for 
@ recess. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman stated that he would allow me to 
make an inquiry. I desire to know whether the Secretary of State 
wishes any interference on the part of Congress? 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House take a recess until 10 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. KING. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman submits a motion. 

The question was taken; and onadivision there were—ayes 90, noes 
16. 

Mr. GLOVER. No quorum. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 10, not vot 
ing 177; as follows: 


In response to the House inquiry? 


YEAS—i3. 
Allen, J. M. Brown, W. W. Cooper, Ford, 
Atkinson, Buchanan, Crain, Forney, 
Baker, Bunnell, Curtin, Frederick, 
Ballentine, Burnes, Daniel, Funston, 
Barnes, Butterworth, Dockery, Gibson, C. H, 
Belmont, Bynum, Dorsey, Gilfillan, 
Bingham, Caldwell, Eden, Glass, 
Bland, Campbeil, Felix Eldredge, Goff, 3 
Blount, Campbell, J. M. Ely, Green, W.J, 
Bound, Campbell, T. J. Evans, Grout, 
Boyle, Cannon, Everhart, Hall, 
Brady, Clements, Farquhar, Halsell, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Cobb, Findlay, Harmer, 
Browne, T. M. Collins, Fleeger, Hatch, 
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Heard, Lehibach, Neece, 
Hemphill, Libbey, Negley, 
Hencerson,D.B. Lindsley, Norw: . 
Henderson, J.8. Little, O’ Neill, Charies 
Henderson, T. J. Lore, Osborne, 
Hepburn, Lovering, Parker, 
Hewitt, Lowry, Payne, 
Hiestand, Lyman, Perkins, 
Hill, oe Pidcock, 
Hires, Maybury, Randall, 
Hiscock, McAdoo, Reid, J. W. 
Holman, McCoinas, Richardson, 
Hopkias, MeMillin, Riggs, 
Jackson, McRae, Rockwell, 
James, Merriman, Sayers 
Johnston, T. D. Morgan, Scranton, 
celley, Morrison, Seney, 
Laird, Morrow, Seymour, 
lanham, Muller, Sowden, 
le Fevre, Neal, Springer, 
NAYS—10. 
Bennett, Cowles, La Foliette, 
Bligs, Dougherty, Landes, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Hitt, Price, 
NOT VOTING—I77. 
Adama, G. E. Dunn, McKenna, 
Adams, J.J. Elisberry, MeKinley, 
Aiken, Ermentrout, Millard, 
Alien, C,H. Felton, Miller, 
Anderson, C. M. Fisher, Milliken 
Anderson, J. A. Foran, Mills, 
Arnot Fuller, Mitchell, 
Barbour, Gallinger Moffatt, 
jarkslale, Gay, Morrill, 
I - Murphy, 
Bayne, Gibson, Eustace Nelson, 
Beach, Glover, Oates, 
Blanchard, Green, R.8. 0’ Donnell, 
Boutclle, Grosvenor, O’ Ferrali, 
Bragg, Guenther, oO’ 
Brown, C. E. Hale, O'Neill, J.J. 
Brumm, Hammond, Outhwaite, 
Buck, Han « Owen, 
Burleigh, Harris, Payson, 
Burrows, Hayden, Peel, 
Cabell, Haynes, Perry, 
Campbell, J. E. Henley, Peters, 
Candler, Herbert, Pettibone, 
Carleton, Hermann, Phelps, 
Caswell, Holmes, . 
Catchings, Houk, 
Clardy, Howard, Plumb. 
Compton, Hudd, Ranney, 
Comstock, Hutton, . 
r, Irion, T.B. 
Cox, Johnson, F. A. Reese, 
Crisp, Joh J.T. Rice, 
Croxton, Jones, J. Robertson, 
Culberson, Jones, J.T. Rogers, 
Cutcheon, . Romeis, 
Dargan, King, Rowell, 
Davenport, Kleiner, Ryan, 
Davidson, A.C. Laffoon, Sadler, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Lewler, Sawyer, 
Davis, Long, Seott, 
Dawson, Louttit, Sessions, 
Dibble, Markham, Shaw, 
Dingley, Martin, Singleton, 
Dowdney, Matson, nner, 
Dunham, MeCreary, 
After the first roll-call, 


The SPEAKER said: Gentlemen who desire to vote in order to make 


a quorum should vote on the roll-call. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 


the reading of the names. 
There was no objection. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. SKINNER with Mr. West, for the remainder of this session. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Spooner, for the rest of this day. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
i Marchand. 


bill (H. R. 2060) granting a 


The 


Senate. 


The SPEAKER. Upon the question justtaken the yeas are 135, the 
nays are 10. No quorum has voted 


And then (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.), in accordance with its 


to 


pension to Margaret 
also announced that the Senate had 
ments the bill (H. R. 3280) to restrict the ownership of real estate in 
the Territories to American citizens, requested a conference on thedis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses 
PLuMB, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. WALTHALL conferees on 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


previous order, the House adj 


The following petitions and 
under the rule, and referred as 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Reuben 8. Jones, deceased, of Shelby 





and had 


passed with amend- 


, and the motion is not agreed to. 


pn ae laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
WS : 
By Mr. BYNUM: Petition for a pension to Evadora B. Temple- 





Mr. 
part of the 


Aveust 5, 


















County ; and of David A. Perrick, of Marshall County, Tennessee, 9.) 
ing that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Con,)));;,,. 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL : Petition of Mrs. Mattie S. W),j:,, 
widow and administratrix of Franklin 8. Whitney—to the same ¢o)), 
mittee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of John Wyningear, of Layrep.. 
County, Tennessee, and of Amelia Cohen, administratrix of p),));, 
Cohen, asking that their war claims be referred to Court of Claims- 
the same committee. 

Ly Mr. WILLIS: Petition of members of the Liquor Dealers’ 4, 
ciation of the District of Columbia, against the passage of Senate });) 
1380, commonly known as the high-license bill—to the Com; 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILSON : Petition of Moses Bradshaw, with accom 
papers—to the Committee on Rules. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 5, 1886. 


ee a =. “s . 
Pra the Chaplain, . J. G. Burier, D. D. 
The Secratary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's procecd- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. EpMuNpDs, and by unanimous consent. 
the further reading was dispensed with. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed to the consideration of the resp. 
lution fixing an hour for final adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CALL. What is the motion? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to proceed to the conu- 

sideration of the adjournment resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Jowa to allow me to present a 
petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitionsand memorials are now in 
order. 

PETITION. 


Mr. CALL. I present the petition of Mr. T. W. Neill, the attorney 
for various ign citizens of New York, the New York Central and 
Hudson River Railroad Company, and various citizens and subjects of 
foreign governments, praying for a refunding of the tax improperly col- 
lected from them under the income-tax law. I ask that the petition 
be printed in the Recorp, with the accompanying papers, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the 
REcORD, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress asseiiv!)!cd : 


Your ly represents that— 
Whereas the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company has 
paid to the sum of $9,275.82 as income tax illegally exacted by 


the Government from certain dividends due non-resident aliens; and 
of withholding this tax from the di 
other fands belonging to the company! 
income tax wired from said aliens; and 
pursuance of the uniform of the Department and under 
conferred by section 3220 Revised Statutes, the Commissioner 0! 
we has examined and allowed this sum as the proper amount 
now due said company, and the Secretary of the 
“Tnerclice pour petitioner prays that the Tate nat 
pra accompanying statement m9) 
made a part of this petition, and that your honorable body will take such action 
in the premises as may be deemed proper, to the end that the Secr 


Treasury bas asked Congress 





may this money due on this adjudicated claim to this con 
no ¥ T. W. NED 
Attorney for the New York Central and Hudson River Reilroe’ (oP 


Wasutneton, D. C., August 4, 1836. 
The foll STATEMENT. 7 
claim reat — ot il of the law and the facts in the matier of the 
sodennane oe andl y, now pending before the Appr 
— issubstantially apphesoe 
the other claims there, to wit: claims of the New York Ventrat hee 
Fort Wayne and Chicago Railway Com- 
48281, and 48242, on Executive Doeumest 


70-and No, 225, first session Forty-ninth Congress. ; 
First. From September 1, 1 to March 10, 1866, the time cov red by te 
clnian, Ge ooramene west Semeeeny, fer which oo issued its inter 

bonds, one or more from their date. all 

"ieee. ottat dea baananemearenh ann held by non-resident aliens 


the provisions of section 81 of the act of July |. 1962 (12 Stak 

564 Stat., 284), the corporanon™* 4 

be) from the interest ° — 
by non-resident aliens, and } a 
wenne income taxes on see ™ 


terest. . ase of 
Fourth. It was decided by the United States Supreme Court 1" the — 
Railroad Company vs. Jackson (7 Wall., 262), that inasmuch as the 19° 


ajdents 
was by the words of the statute a only on the income of vent - 
of the Ueined Boshan and of citizens of United States residing 2b" od, OF 
incomes of aliens residing abroad were not taxable; the expres ~ 
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resitients and citizens excluding aliens residing abroad; that the tax on the in- 
terest on rai bonds under the act of June 30,1364, was imposed upon it 
not as a tax on the its of ine corporation, but as a tax on that portion of the 
income of the and that therefore the corporation could not legally 
be required to withhold and pay an internal-revenne tax on the interest paid 
ypon such of its bonds as were owned by nor -resident aliens. 

Fefth. By section 3220, Revised Statutes, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
is authorized, on inade to him in due time, to refund and pay back inter- 
nal-revenue taxes y coll “ or . 

Sixth. This is mandatory upon him ; for whenever the public interests or in- 
dividual rights call for the exercise of the power given to a public officer, the 
language of a statute, poainive inform, is in fact peremptory. (Super- 
wears vs. United States, 4 Wall.,435-447. 

Seventh. Tax illegal collected from a railroad company on the interest on 
its bonds should be nded to the corporation from which it was exacted, 
leaving itto the corporation to pay it over to the bondholders from whose in- 
come it was illegally withheld (15 Opinions of Attorneys General 67), and to 
whom the corporation is legally liable, even before it recovers it back from the 
Government. (Railroad Company vs. Jackson, supra.) 

Ei These claims were presented within the time prescribed by law. 


Mr. ALLISON. It is important that this resolution should be passed 
and go to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to morning business ? 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to have a bill on the Calendar fixed forcon- 
sideration—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order to proceed to the 
consideration of a bill on the Calendar until the mornin r business is 
concluded. 

Mr. CONGER. This is morning business as much as anything else. 
It is merely to assign the third Wednesday of next December for the 
hearing of the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-railway bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not at liberty to re- 
ceive any motion until the morning businessiscalled forand concluded. 


Does the Senator from Michigan rise 


oa SS esent Commissioner of Internal Revenue hascarefully examined If there be no further petitions or memorials, reports of committees are 
aa the evidence in these claims, and has found the amount illegally | 2¢* 10 order. 
col of this corporation (The Pennsylvania Railroad Company) on the in- REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


terest on bonds owned by non-resident aliens to be $14,582.80, and the amounts 
i other claims as fe i . 

in penth. The fediog and decision of the Commissioner in this matter are final 
and conclusive, and the liability of the Government to pay is established, unless 
impeached for fraud or mistake. (United States vs. Kaufman, 9% United States 
an Jadera rule of the Treasury Department which requires certain 
refunding claims to be submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury for his advice 
before final allowance, this claim has been approved by the present Secretary, 
has been audited by the t Fifth Auditor, has been examined, audited, and 
approved by the present First Comptroller; and inasmuch as the Coo 
from which it should have been paid has lapsed (section 5, act. of June 30, 1874, 
18 Statutes, 110), has been reported to Congress by the present Secretary of the 
Treasury for an gx ee as he was authorized and required to do by sec- 
tion 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, 23 Statutes, 254. 

Twelfth. The amount allowed by the Commissioner is all thatis legally due, 
for in cases like thisthe Government pays no interest. It is, however, less than 
one-half of what is equitablydue; for the mere interest equitably due for the use 
of this money during the twenty years for which it has been held and used by 
the Government is more than the entire amount claimed and allowed. 

These claims are upheld by nwmerous precedents. Every similar allowance 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for income tax collected from aliens 
prior to March 10, 1866, has been recognized, and the amount allowed has been 
refunded and paid back to the corporation from which it was exacted. 

The Illinois Central, the Erie, the Reading, and other railroad companies have 
received similar payments of refund. 

This mode of refunding is #n conformity to the wniform practice of the Depart- 
ment. The illegally-collected taxes are id back tothe corporations from 
which they were received “for the use and benefit of whomsoever shall have 
borne said tax so illegally exacted,” and the present Congress has indorsed the 
correct principle upon Ww! this uniform practice is based by the passage of 
os - —" relief of Coronna, Taussig & Co. (Private No. 379), approved 

une 22, 1866, 

The moneys here to be refunded to the Pittsburgh, Fort Wayne and Chicago 
Railway Company, and te the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, are for the 
benefit of non-resident aliens who have made claim therefor through their 
bankers in New York, namely: Messrs. Moran Brothers, Messrs. H.Amy & 
Co., Messrs. Baltzer & Taaks, and Messrs. A. Gocttel & Co. The railroad com- 

who are to receive the drafts and to whose order they are to be drawn 
ve no direct interest in theclaim. Theyactas andare trustees for the aliens, 
and are so acting in these claims because of Serenepeee of the Department 


Mr. HAWLEY. I report from the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment without recommendation a bill which has been pending 
for several months, upon which I have been unable to get a decision ct 
the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut, from 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, reports without rec- 
ommendation a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 120) to revise section 1754 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relative to the employment of persons discharged from 
the military or naval service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions is now inorder. [A pause.] If there are none such, the in- 
troduction of concurrentor other resolutions is nowinorder. [A pause. } 
If there are none such, the Calendar is now in order under the eighth 
rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed to the consideration of the ad- 
journment resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the adjournment resolution, 
which will be read. 

Mr. CONGER. I had the floor for a motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have had the floor abont four times, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowa was the first 
to address the Chair, long before the Senator from Michigan did. 

Mr. CONGER. I addressed the Chair yesterday. I do not know 


under the opinion of the Atte : , when the Senator from Iowa did. 
The officers of the + erm the toto Ss they held The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
ee in trust ee ae stock.” ©. ~ oo H 3 the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution in relation to 
‘These stockholders can recover y, and the cor- ; hich wi 
poration ean not defend iteelf in a court of law ochintantheagreund final adjournment, which will be reported. 


company has paid out the money upon some unlawful exaction, and 
cpecialty after the payment has been declared illegal by the highest tribunal.” 
( 7 Opinions, 67.) 


e drafts, when issued, will be accompanied by certified lists of the aliens 
upon which they are based, the names and amounts due each, and the 


gi 
whole of the will be paid over by the companies tothe respective repre- 
suatives of the alfens—the apneenes banker -whe are oactonting these 
— looking after interests eir foreign correspondents. 

The York Central Railroad case differs only in this respect, to wit: The 
amount allo has already been paid in full by this company over to the non- 
resident aliens,and the amount of their claim is simply to recowp this com- 

the similar claim to the Illinois Central Railroad Com pany— 
amount by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue was paid 
back tothat company 


The present attorney has i ; : 
claims that have y had no connection with any one of these alien tax 


a been allowed and paid back, except with the claim 
of the Illinois Central oy 
onan : Railroad. The money received from the Government by 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution and the amendment proposed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert ‘‘4 o’clock p. m., August 5,’’ in 
lieu of the time fixed by the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CONGER. Perhaps I did not give information enough yester- 
day in regard to this matter. It may need some discussion. There is 
no quorum here now. The particular object in pressing this resolution 
just now I can not see. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan 
raise the question of a quorum? 


id ov im “* YGER. No, sir; aise the question of the right to discuss 
wand beveltt whomeosver shall have borne said taxsoiilegally exacted." |{hematien, ) 
Respectfully — The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question about that. 
T. W. NEILL, 1767 P Street, Northwest, The Senator has a right to discuss it. 
Wasuryerox, August 4, 1886. Attorney for Claimanis. Mr. CONGER. The object in having this resolution go over yester- 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Sic theereel berks: bli aod dilow tae Gor on exumdantion of 
, o and 2 or i aXe 
Mr. ALLISON. gard to the river and harbor bill and allow time for a 


it by the President.. Up to this time, and until Senators return here, 
we are not advised of some things we wished to learn; and I hope the 
Senator from Iowa will defer the resolution until a later hour in the 


Now I . : s 
sdjourument ressiution. move to proceed to the consideration of the 
The bne l ask the Senator to withhold that for a moment. 


ond Pprotempore. Petitions and memorials are now in | day. 

‘aaitn 7 are disposed of the motion of the Senator from Iowa Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Michigan permit me to ask 
Mer EDMUNDS” except by unanimous consent. him a question? 

tion of I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 


Mr. INGALLS. What length of time does he and those who are 
specially interested in the river and harbor bill desire to intervene be- 
tween this and the adjournment for the purpose of enabling the Exec- 
utive to act on that measure’? 

Mr. CONGER. It may need but half an hour and it may need an 
hour. 

Mr. INGALIS. Does the Senator opposeacting on the adjournment 
resolution to-day? 


HAWLEY like to make a re 
. port from a committee. 
Mr. ALLISON. I before we to the consideration of 


~ business that the Senate pass the adjournment resolu- 


business. 
Ie RL DENT pre That motion is in order. 


little morning } take but a moment or two; there is very 
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Mr. CONGER. I presume not. I have no reason to suppose that I 
shall ask more than an hour or something like that to ascertain some 
things which the friends of that measure wish to know. Whenever 
the time comes that inquiries and views in regard to that matter are 
satisfied we shall have no desire to prolong this session. I might say 
the manner in which I have been treated here rather makes me want 
to close the session and part before we become inalienably separated. 

_ Mr. INGALLS. Would the Senator permit me to ask him further, 
in case—— 

Mr. CONGER. Goon. Thereis nothing in the Senate that I enjoy 
more that the interrogatories of the Senator who is now addressing me. 

Mr. INGALLS. And there is no Senator from whom I receive more 
valuable information and with whose suggestions I am more gratified 
than the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. GIBSON. We can not hear. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We should like on this side to hear those com- 
pliments. 

Mr. INGALLS. In case word should not be received as to the prob- 
able action upon the river and harbor bill to-day, would the Senator 
from Michigan desire the Senate to continue in session to-morrow ? 

Mr. CONGER. The question implies some knowledge or some ex- 
pectation in regard to a matter which [ certainly have no right to say 
I expect to receive, and which I do not expect to receive. I am not 
one of those who assume that they will be informed on matters which 
are in the breast of the President. 

Mr. INGALLS. But in case the Senator should not be informed of 
them ? 

Mr. CONGER. In case the Senatorshould not be informed, or other 
Senators, Iam merely asking a continuance until those who perhaps 
think they can ascertain something about the probabilities have an op- 
portunity of being informed. I am as little definite in my knowledge 
as I am in my expressions, and I am as indefinite in my replies to the 
Senator as he is in his inquiries tome. The inquiries and answers keep 
along pari passu, and I think both are in considerable ignorance. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it appears to me that we are being 
trifled with. I respectfully submitit is not appropriate, after the busi- 
ness of both Houses of Congress has been concluded and we are ready 
to depart, that we should be kept here doing nothing upon the expecta- 
tion or hope or surmise or conjecture that at some time in the future 
we may be advised what action will be taken by the Executive upon 
a bill which, having received the sanction of both Houses, has gone to 
him for his approval. 

While I admit the great importance of the river and harbor bill and 
voted for it and shall be very glad to have it approved, every other leg- 
islative act but that having been accomplished and that bill having 
been in the custody of the Executive since yesterday noon, I respect- 
fully submit that it is trifling with the public interests to allow this 
resolution to remain unacted upon and to compel both Houses to con- 
tinue here in session doing nothing, without any information as to what 
is to be done, in order to give time for further consideration of that 
measure by the Executive. 

Mr. CONGER. In my opinion the Senator estimates more highly 
than I do the privilege of inserting his very interesting remarks in the 
framework of my speech. 

4 es INGALLS. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I thought he had con- 

u 

Mr. CONGER. I can not conceive, as he seems to do, that it would 
make hisspeech more interesting to make it part of mine and to reprove 
me perhaps for trifling, while he is indebted to my courtesy for the floor. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator permit me one moment? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understoo¢ the Senator had concluded, and I ad- 
dressed the Chair and was recoguized by the Chair as being entitled to 
the floor. I trust the Senator will not criticise me for any violation of 
the rules of this body or of courtesy to him of which I was not guilty. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator asked permission to put to me a ques- 
tion and then to ask me another question, and with my usual amiabil- 
ity, known and read of all men, I yielded to him and yielded to lengthy 
—— on the subject, but not for any particular criticism on my own 
conduct. 

I do not consider it trifling, Mr. President, to call the attention of 
Senators in a proper way to avoid coming to a conclusion in regard to 
adjournment before what seems to me sufficient time has elapsed for 
the consideration of subjects by any branch of the Government. 

At 5 o’clock yesterday the House of Representatives adjourned. 
They have just met. There has been no ibility for the President 
to have communicated either to the other or to the Senate until 
this time, and no opportunity to know what the executive action may 
have been or will be. There is no trifling in regard toit. There is no 
quorum of the Senate present. There is no need of taking up theres- 
olution until the Senate is to act upon it. After what has 
been said by myself and joined in by other Senators here, I do not like 
to be forced to take the position I do subject to the criticism of any 
man who says the attempt to have longer time than this is trifling; but 
I take it just as freely. 


Now, Mr. President, pending this resolution I move that it be in- 


formally laid aside, and I will ask the Senator from Iowa, who I kn, 
desires to accommodate me, to lay it aside until I call up and as ™“ 
the fixing of a day for the consideration of the Atlantic and p 
Ship-railway bill at the next session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moyeq 
that the pending business be postponed, with a view to take up anoth, : 
proposition named by Lim. na 

Mr. CALL. I understand the motion to be to informally lay a< 
the adjournment resolution. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No such motion can be made. 

Mr. CONGER. [ask it for the purpose of moving to fix a day in the 
next term, the third Wednesday of December, when the Senate wil! eon. 
sider the Tehuantepec Ship-railway bill. 5 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I merely wish to say that it seems very 
clear to me that under the Constitution the President of the United 
States has a right to a reasonable time to consider any bil! which may 
be presented to him for hisapproval. The Constitution says ip epee 
terms that every bill shall be sent to him, and if he approve it he shal] 
sign it. It certainly implies a reasonable time, and | scarcely think 
that twenty-four hours for the examination of the river aud harbor jij] 
can be considered reasonable time. 

I think the President might be allowed some little longer time: anq 
inasmuch as it is a bill of very great importance, it occurs to me that 
the resojution had better be laid aside informally until we kuow some. 
thing further in regard to the probable fate of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Michigan to lay aside the pending resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope thatwill not be done. It is important that 
we should send the resolution early to the other House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in order to move to lay aside the pending 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to be to postpone. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To postpone to when? 

Mr. CONGER. To lay it aside informally. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no such motion provided 
for by the rules. 

Mr. CONGER. A postponement will answer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be postponed indefinitely 
or postponed to a day certain. 

Mr. CONGER. Postpone it for the time being. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That motion is not in order. 
it until a definite time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is in order to move to postpone to 
a time certain or to postpone indefinitely. Either would be in order. 
To postpone without atime named would not beinorder. To postpone 
it for an hour would be in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I move to postpone it for an hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the resolution be postponed for one hour. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will not bedone. We ought to fix now 
the time for final adjournment. I think we can fix it at 4 o'clock; and 
we can then send the resolution back to the other House in order that 
they may concur. Bi cts 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa to fix it at 6 
o’clock. That will give time enough. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator from Iowa had better per 
mit his resolution to be laid aside informally for an hour or 60. The 
President perhaps may communicate to the Houses some other legis 
tive business that is pending before him. I do not understand that be 
has had an opportunity of communicating with Congress at all ts 
morning. ad 

Mr. ALLISON. He can have that opportunity between this tue 
and 4 o’clock. 

Mr. INGALLS. He has had the opportunity that every other Pret 
ident has had and of which every other President has availed bimse!/ 
of coming down to the Capitol in the closing days of Congress and com 
municating with them. There is a room provided for that purps 
and this is the first instance I know of in executive history that 
= has been permitted to adjourn without the Executive coming do? 
of 


k for 
acifie 


ide 


The Chair understands the motion 


You may postpone 


and availing himself of the usual custom to ascertain the wsbe 


Mr. GIBSON. I think the Senator from Kansas is not justified i 
that remark, because the President has not been notified that ~<— 
is ready to adjourn, when I have no doubt he will avail himself o! 
tradition and practice of the Government. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Both Houses of Congress meet by standing 
at 11 o’clock in the morning. It is now but twenty minutes ual 
o'clock. It is not reasonable to expect that the President shou pone 
much on the alert as to be present at the opening of each House © 
gress. We should at least give a reasonable time to receive 4 — 
this before acting on the adjournment resolution. 1t wn . 
mit us to adjourn several hours earlier by delaying action 0p oat - 
olution fora time. If all the business is disposed of within a0 5° 
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so, we can adjourn then by 20’clock. Otherwise perhaps we should 
not be ready to adjourn until a much later hour in the evening than has 
nam 

ee the Senator from Iowa will permit his resolation to lie over 
informally, and we can act upon it in an hour. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will test the sense of the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on postponing the 
consideration of the resolution for one hour. [Putting the question. } 

a to have it. 

wt we MCMILLAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 











Mr. ALLISON. Let us finish this adjournment question. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Weshall have the yeas and nays on that motion, 
, Ie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
y that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
4 Mr. CONGER. I had requested the postponement of the adjourn- 
il ment resolution from information received. I presume in the course 
k of an hour, or perhaps half an hour, we shall be able to go on with the 
l] question of that resolution—— } ms 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending motion is not debatable. 
d Mr. CONGER. Without any confusion and without any conflict—— 
at EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
p= 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending motion isnot debatable. 
of The Senator from Missouri moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
at The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-three minutes spent in ex- 
ng ecutive session the doors were reopened. 
an PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
4th instant approved and signed the following acts: 
An act (S. 68) for the relief of S. B. Cranston, of Oregon; 
ded An act (S. 218) to confirm the title to certain Jands in Platte County, 
Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey B. 
Cecil; 
tely An act (S. 380) for the relief of Mrs. Henrietta H. Cole; 
An act (S. 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith; 
An act (S. 632) to provide for the settlement of the estates of de- 
pone ceased Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other pur- 
poses; 
neto An act (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
rder. George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the 
pone possession of the officers of the Government; 
Anact (8. 1184) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford; 
An act (S. 1398) granting a pension to Milton P. Shockley; 
noves _An act (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pen- 
sions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the service; 
x n0w An act (8. 2325) to grant a pension to Nancy Mason; 
:; and An act (S. 2502) granting a pension to Louise Paul; 
r that An act te 2366) granting a pension to Elizabeth Garaghty; 
An act (S. 2438) to authorize the Postmaster-General to allow com- 
t at 6 a to railroad companies in certain cases for apartment service 
retofore furnished pursuant to agreement; 
er pet An act (S. 2530) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
= "roa ae 
egis a granting a pension to Emily J. Stannard; and 
that be An act (S. 885) to relieve the State of Colorado from charges on ac- 
all this count of ordnance stores furnished to the State and Territory. 
‘ia time ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
a announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
a“ . enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon 
nd co Ta ens resident pro tempore : 
"e er a for the relief the Phoenix National Bank, of the city 
ing dows bill (H. R. 2060) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 
e W \ bill (H.R, —_ to detach santas counties from the United States 
ti ‘ as tof district —a the United States judicial dis 
One ', resolution (H. Res, 126) directing payment of the surplus in 
elf of * Treasury on the public debt. 
ding - ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 
s “ a On motion of Mr. ALLISON, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
eon of the House of Representatives fixing a day for final ad- 
seo can the uestion being on the amendment of Mr. AL- 
soe WM Tens tlc p.m Ange 8. 
t may was 
eo ae Ths resolution as amended was agreed to. 
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NOTIFICATION TO PRESIDENT. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I offer the following resolution 
and ask for its present consideration: 


Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the Chair to join 
a similar committee appointed by the House of Representatives to wait upon 
the President of the l nited States and inform him that the two Houses, having 
completed the business of the present session, are ready to adjourn, unless the 
President has some further communication to make to them 

‘i ‘ : 5 

The resolution was considered by unanimons consent and agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate; and Mr. EpMUNDS 
and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting 
the interests of the United States in the Potomac River flats, in the 
District of Columbia. 


SETH M. BARTON. 

Mr.COKE. Task unanimous consent of the Senate to take up Iouse 
bill No. 8278, being an act to relieve Seth M. Barton of political disa- 
bilities. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8278) for the relief of Seth M. 
Barton. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative), 

PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent to make a statement to the 
Senate in regard to a matter submitted to a committee of conference 
between the two Houses. 

Mr. President, the conferees of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on what is known 
as the bill for the repeal of the pre-emption and timber-culture acts 
held a meeting, which resulted in a formal disagreement, that was re- 
ported to the two Houses, and followed by the appointment by each of 
new committees of conference. ‘The new committees have had several 
meetings for the purpose of adjusting the differences between the two 
Houses in regard to that bill. The differences were mainly the fact 
that the Senate had inserted a provision in the bill which it passed con- 
firming titles which had passed from the hands of the original entry- 
man into those of innocent purchasers for value where the tact of the 
innocent purchase and the valuable consideration had been found in 
favor of the purchaser by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and also a provision requiring the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to send to the Attorney-General such cases of fraud in the entry 
of public lands as he might have discovered, and the Attorney-General 
was instructed thereupon to bring suit te set aside such fraudulent 
entry. 

At the meeting preceding the last one held by the conferees the Senate 
conferees agreed to yield absolutely the provision protecting entries 
in the hands of innocent purchasers for value. Before that time they 
had agreed to yield so far as to confirm only such entries as were in the 
hands of persons who held 640 acres of Jand or less, and subsequently 
tendered a reduction of that amount to 320 acres, so as to cut oat all 
possible chance of eutries being confirmed in the hands of persons who 
had employed others to make entries for them, such as cattle syndi- 
cates and so on. That being rejected, they finally and at the lastcon- 
ference agreed to yield the whole provision, and only ask the House to 
agree that where fraud was alleged as having entered into an entry of 
public lands that question might be sent to the courts for trial like any 
other issue involving property or other interests. ‘That the House con- 
ferees declined to accede to. 

They finally also declined to sign a report setting forth the points of 
disagreement, so that it was out of the power of the Senate conferees to 
report in the usual formal way to the Senate what had occurred, and 
hence it seemed proper this statement should be made in justification 
of the Senate conferees on this very important subject and for the pur- 
pose of showing that they at least were not responsible for the failure 
of a bill repealing the pre-emption and timber-cuiture laws being passed 
at this session of Congress. 

Upon this latter provision I desire to say a very few words. As mat- 
ters now stand the Commissioner of the Gen: ral Land Office believes it 
to be in his power, and he acts upon that belief, to set aside an entry that 
has been made under any of the land laws which he believes to have 
beenfraudulently madeand with or without a hearing, as he may choose, 
Even if he investigates, that investigation must necessarily be ex parte. 
He has no power and the power nowhere exists to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses for the purpose of trying the issue which is presented 
in regard to the fraudulent character of an entry of public land. The 
investigation, therefore, whatever he may desire about it, is necessarily 
ex parte, and it can not be otherwise. 
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The class of people who have entered the public lands are generally | not before the Senate except as it proceeds from a committee to » 
very poor people. Theyare without means to defend themselves against | it was never referred. 
the assaults of the Government. They can not compel by any process The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Appropriations ; 
of law the attendance of witnesses before special agents nor before the | supposed to have the rights of other committees, and to be a+ | ee 
registers and receivers, and, by reason of their poverty and of this lack | to report an original joint resolution. 
of legal machinery, against any attack which may be made upon their Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understand—— 
entries they have practically no power to defend themselves. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is speaking , 

It is the law of all the States and Territories in which public lands | chairman of the committee has stated the action of that con); ion $e 
exist that the moment the receiver's final receipt is issued the land be- | a matter particularly within the jurisdiction of Congress, and ¢) row 
comes subject to taxation and is placed on the tax-roll. Taxes are | lution has been on the Calendar since yesterday morning. It j 
thereafter imposed on the land as upon other property, and becomes a | regularly before the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
lien upon it, to satisfy which the lands may be, as they often are, sold. | amendment. 
They are bought and sold in the ordinary course of dealing as other Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido not deny the right of the Chair 4 
property; and as lands in all new communities constitute nearly the | speak, and I ask pardon of the Chair; but I say this was not reg), 
whole available property, they frequently change hands. They are | referred to the Committee on Appropriations, ani I mean te 
bought on the faith of the final receipt issued by the proper land officer, | the end of this session of Congress it never was referred, 
strengthened by the fact of their being taxed, and that the final receipt The PRESIDING OFFICER. The chairman of the c. vn 
is made evidence of title in all the courts. Persons who come into the | Appropriations has informed the Senate of the condition of ¢}. 
neighborhood seeking homes, preferring often to buy rather than to lo- | tion. 
cate themselves farther away upon Government lands, buy from these Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I say it was never referred. 
entrymenr after their entries are completed. The entryman then betakes The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asks the Senator frm 
himself to some other locality either for the purpose of getting another | Iowa to make a statement to the Senate. 
quarter-section of land or of seeking employment. His interest in the Mr. ALLISON. This resolution was informally considered } 
validity of his entry is gone. He will not volunteer to furnish testi- | Committee on Appropriations. It was read twice a day or two ag) and 
mony, and he can not, as the law now stands, be required to furnish it, | placed on the Calendar, from which it has now been taken on my 
and so the purchaser has no chance to legally defend himself against | motion for consideration. ; ; 
the charge that the entry under which he claims is fraudulent. In The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is before the Senate as in Comm): 
many cases entries which are now being attacked have been made not | tee of the Whole. 
only for a number of years, but they have passed through a great many The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amen iment, 
hands. Some of the entries recently suspended in the General Land | ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Office were made as long ago as seven or eight years, and special agents ae all 
of the Land Office are somes work in some of the old-settled wouitiies 7" an ” oe 
of Kansas seeking at this late day, as much as ten years after the entries Mr. BLAIR. I merely wish to give a notice. 
were made, some occasion to cast doubt on titles outstanding this length Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 
of time by preferring allegations that the original entries were fraudu- | _. Mr. BLAIR. I only desire to give a notice. 1 will not takes 
lent. The jands are not only in the hands of innocent parties, but are | time. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to Senate joint res 
mainly occupied and improved. The titles have been unquestioned | !ution No. 5, Ne. 122 on the Calendar, being a joint resolut on props 8 
until now during all the time which has elapsed since the entry. ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States exte: 

This proposition to go back and disturb these entries created great the right of suffrage to women. ae 
consternation and just indignation, and the Senate conferees felt as That is a resolution which has been reported at Several Congresses, 
though questions of this kind, involving the title to valuable property, | but there has never been any action upon it. I now cesire to give no- 
ought to be tried as all other questions are tried which relate to the | tice that at the opening of the next session, the first day of the session, 
property or other rights of individuals; and, therefore, they felt like in- | 4t 2 0 clock in the afternoon, I will move that the Senate proceed to its 
sisting somewhat strenuously upon the provision contained in the Sen- consideration, or at such hour as the indispensable mornuwg be USINESS, 
ate bill that all such cases should be sent to thecourts to be there tried | the message, or whatever it may be, shall allow; but I fix the hour ai 
before a tribunal having power to compel the attendance of witnesses, | 2 0’clock in the 
and in order that the rights of the Government and of the entryman THANKS TO PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 
and of those who purchased from him might be adjudicated according} yr HARRIS. I offer at this time a resolution, and I ask its pres 
to the usual and ordinary legal methods. ent considerations. 

It was the failare of the House canforees to agree to the insertion of | “Tho PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Haw xy in the chair). Theis 
this very just, very humane, and very necessary provision of law that 

; ; : olution will be read. 

has caused the failure of the bill. As I before said, the Senate conferees The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
were unable to present this to the Senate in the usual way, because the Resoleed, That the thanks of the Senate are due, and hereby are tendered.to 
House conferees declined to sign a report setting forth the disagreement, | yon. Jou SHERMAN, aSenator from the State of Ohio, for the ability,cone) 
and it was thought that some statement showing the position which the | and impartiality with which he has fulfilled his duties as President pr tom 
Senate conferees had occupied in this matter, and setting forth the reasons | of the Senate during the present session. 
for a failure to agree, was due both to them, to the Senate, and tothe| Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. On the consideration of that I ask for a 
quorum. 


country. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take the proper steps. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the rule requires that the Chair sous 
have the roll called when that question is raised. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum 
present, but the Chair will direct the roll to be called if that is 
upon. 

ae EDMUNDS. I think the rule requires that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been the practice for the > 
pant of the chair to satisfy himself from count or otherwise that te" 
is a quorum in the Chamber, but the strict rule requires ta! the rol 
be called if that is insisted on. “ee 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The strict rule does not require the ro! tobe Sn” 
If the Chair is satisfied from his own view of the Senate that tere 88 
quorum, itis not necessaryforthe rolitobecallied, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks there 's 4°" 
that a quorum is in the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the question on the resolution. :, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has he ard the res 
offered by the Senator from Tennessee. The question } 
tion. 

The question being put, it was declared that the resolution \ + 

unanimous! 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iaskifthereisaquorum § . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has decided that t 
a quorum in the Chamber. sacided. bat 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know the Chair has so cect ™ 
ask for a quorum. st 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has often hear’ ' 


hich 
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EXPENSES OF LABOR BUREAU. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to consider the 
House joint resolution in relation to certain expenses incurred by spe- 
cial agents and experts of the Bureau of Labor. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint resolution (H. Res. 213) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain expenses in- 
curred by special agents and experts of the Bureau of Labor during the 
month of July, 1886, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is that subject to objection ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand not. It came from the other House 
two or three days ago, and was read twice and laid on the table. I now 
eall it up regularly. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask whether that is not subject to ob- 
jection. If so, I object. 

The PRESIDING ‘OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The Chair 
does not understand that the resolution is subject to objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. ‘That is what I wanted to ascertain. If it 
is subject to objection, I object. 

Mr. ALLISON. I called attention to this resolution a few days ago; 
and it has been considered informally by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, though the resolution has not been referred formally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution has been on the 
ees and is now called up and is before the Senate as in Committee 
of the nolc. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Itis not before the Senate in regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is before the Senate in regular 
order, in the judgment of the Chair. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have a right to present the fact that it is 
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tion of a quorum, when raised incidentally, treated as the Chair has 
treated it, by satisfying himself from personal observation, or a count 
by the assistance of the Secretary or otherwise, that a quorum was in 
the Chamber, and his statement has been as a matter of practical busi- 
ness accepted. But the Senator from Vermont calls the attention of 
the present occupant of the chair to a rule which says: 

If, at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a question shall be 
raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the presiding officer 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to. eall the roll and shall announce the re- 
sult, and these p ings shall be without dehate. 

The Chair therefore says to the Senator from Virginia that if he de- 
sires the roll to be called the Chair will order it to be done. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will not insist on that, but I mean to call 
for a quorum, because I do not think that resolution ought to pass. 

Mr. HARRISON. It has passed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Without a quorum it can not pass, even 
with the assent of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRISON. It has passed all the same 


RECESS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending the question of a quorum, I move that 
the Senate take a recess for one hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate take a recess of one hour. Would it not be better to 
say till 1 o'clock ? . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, sir. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understand that the resolution recently 
submitted, of approval of the Senator who now presides, has not passed. 
Is that correct ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the resolution has 

unanimously, and he so declared at the proper time. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood the Chair to read a rule just 
now which said it had not . Iask pardon, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not read any rule to 
that effect; but the Chair did say that the Senator from Virginia had 
a right to call fora quorum, and the Chair said he would order a call 
of the roll if the Senator desired it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask for a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that, I move that the Senate take a re- 
cess until 1 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate took a recess until 1 o’clock, at which time the Senate re- 
assembled. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 


Mr. CONGER. Is there any matter now pending before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no business before the 
Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. I renew the request I made before the recess. I 
ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the At- 
lantic and Pacific Ship-railway Company, and for other purposes, may 
be made the special order for the third Wednesday of December next. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not give unanimous consent. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks have difficulty in hear- 
ing Senators, Will the Senator from Michigan repeat his request? 

_ Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 2288) to 
incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-railway Company, and for 
other purposes, be made the special order for the third Wednesday of 
December next. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to that, Mr. President, and suggest to my 
friend from Michi 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope unanimous consent will be given. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object always to all special orders. 

Mr. GIBSON. A ~ many have been made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ; and I suggest to my friend from Michigan 
that he will attain his object by giving notice that he will move to take 
up the bill on that day. 

. to Sass a I could have taken the bill up and 

. ave go judgment of the Senate upon it, notwith- 
standing the objection of the Senator from Vermont, I was so occupied 
that I could not do what I intended to do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator why he wants a 
— order. It doesnot benefit the measure inany way. It can not 
1 ve of any bene*t that Ican see. A majority vote can pass it 
7 t does not necessarily come up after being made a special order. 
eal CONGER. I promised the friends of the measure to endeavor 

- hearing for it at that time, so that those interested might be 
Pe a see their friends. I have failed in thatduty. Gentlemen 
on ben me know that, not having had the opportunity when I might 
alent here and might have secured it, I make reasonable efforts to 
x : promised todo. I had at least that the Senator from 
pr would not himself object. It involves somewhat my fidelity 


Mr. EDMUNDS, Idonotthink i j i 
tdoes. Iobject on public grounds. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan asks the 
tnanimous consent of the Senate that the Tehuantepec Ship-rail way 
third Wednesday in December, 








Mr. CONGER. The proposition was announced from the Chair, but 
the Chair has not asked that that request be granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced that objection 
was made, and therefore it could only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. Before I leave the subject I give notice that at an 
early day next session I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That isright. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore... That is 


juite 


in order 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the resolution of 
the Senate providing for the appointment of a committee of two Sena- 
tors to join a similar committee appointed by the House of Represent- 
atives to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that the two Houses, having completed the business of the present ses- 
sion, are ready to adjourn, unless the President has some further com- 
munication to make to them, and had appointed Mr. Morrison, Mr. 
RANDALL, and Mr. Hiscock the committee on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had coneurred in the 
following concurrent resolutions of the Senate: 

A resolution providing for the printing of the compilation of the 
laws of the United States relating to loans and the currency, coinage, 
and banking, including any subsequent legislation which may be en- 
acted on those subjects at the present session of Congress; ; 

A resolution providing for the printing and binding of 5,000 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Lureau of Education on 
dustry; 

A resolution providing for the printing of 6,000 additional copies of 
the Digest of the Official Opinions of the Attorneys-General of the United 
States from 1789 to 1881, &c.; and 

A resolution providing for the printing and binding in cloth of 2,500 
additional copies of the report of the electrical conference at Philadel- 
phia in 1884, being Senate Executive Document No. 45, Forty-ninth 
Congress, first session, for the use of the Department of State. 


art and in- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8S. 335) to provide for protecting the interests of the United 
States in the Potomac River flats, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8278) for the relief of Seth M. Barton; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 213) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas 
ury to pay certain expenses incurred by special agents and experts of 
the Bureau of Labor during the month of July, 1886. 


RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senate will indulge me for a moment. 
Senators will remember a bill introduced by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Breck] on the ist of June and nine days afterward consid- 
ered and passed without reference to a committee, relating to a prohi- 
bition against members of Congress acting as attorneys or employés of 
railroad companies holding charters or having received grants of lands 
or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

Though I voted for that bill I entered a motion to reconsider the 
passage, which was carried, on the ground that the bill deserved a more 
formal consideration at the hands of a committee, and there was noth- 
ing in the nature of the evil complained of that should require such 
summary action. After the reconsideration I moved, and it was car- 
ried, a reference of the bill to the Judiciary Committee. An early re- 
port was promised, and one was made within a reasonable season. I 
have waited to hear that bill called up, and have been intending for a 
day or two past, but havesought in vain to do it, to move to take it up. 

I make this statement that I may clear myself of any responsibility 
for any delay in the matter. I did not seek to avoid the subject; I 
wished to have it considered duly and in order, and was ready at any 
time to proceed to the consideration of the bill. I spoke to the Sena- 
tor who made the majority report from the Judiciary Committee con- 
cerning the matter, but as the time approached for the adjournment 
within the last few days we have been so hurried that he had no op- 
portunity to call it up. 

Mr. BECK. After the motion to reconsider was agreed to and the 
bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and reported back, 
there being some delay and some difference of opinion in regard to it, 
I did not see for the first eight or ten days how to call it up because of 
the business that was pressing before the Senate. I was then com- 
pelled to be absent from this Chamber in the Appropriations Commit- 
tee. I had several consultations with the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. HAWLEY] as to how best we could get a hearing upon it, until I 
think both he and I came to the conclusion that it was impossible to 
have it heard at this session, and if we did get a hearing here it was 
absolutely impossible to get consideration before the other House. 

Therefore I thought, and I think he agrees with me, that while I re- 
gard it as his business to call it up, he having moved the reconsider- 
ation, and I was quite anxious to call it up myself, it was best to en- 
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deavor to fix some early day next December when the matter can be 
considered. 

I hope under the peculiar circumstances of the case that the Senate 
will agree to fix the second Monday in December as the time when we 
shall make this bill a special order, so that it can be finally settled. 

All that I want is to do something practical. I think I am right in 
trying to press the bill just as it was passed before; but not pretend- 
ing to be infallible, and being willing that every other gentleman 
should have a fair chance to be heard, and knowing that the bill can 
not become a law at this session of Congress, and without finding fault 
with anything that has been done, though I feel that there has been 
good reason for finding fault—perhaps that is not a proper thing to 
say—all I desire now is that we shall make an exception in this case. 
I ask that a bill which has once passed this body and has been recon- 
sidered, a bill which has had a substitute reported for it which I do 
not believe any member of the Judiciary Committee will vote for, a 
bill that I do not think has had fair treatment, shall be fixed so that 
the Judiciary Committee can tell us whether they are willing to vote 
for the bill they reported. I avow here and now that I do not believe 
asingle member of the Judiciary Committee will vote for their own 
bill, and that they sought to make a burlesque of what I rd as a 
very serious matter. But I wanta day fixed for the debate on that 
subject; and I shall now ask that the second Monday in December 
next shall be set apart for which to make the bill a special order, so 
that the Judiciary Committee, myself, the Senator from Connecticut, 
and all of us can have a fair hearing upon the subject. I make that 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (8. 2578) te prehibit members of Congress from acting as attor- 
neys or employés for railroad companies holding charters, or having 
received grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States, with a 
view to its being made aspecialorder. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill for that purpose? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BECK. I movethat the bill be postponed until the second Mon- 
day of December next and be made the special order for that day. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds of the Senators present voting 
in the affirmative). 


MARY F. POTTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Some time since the bill (S. 244) for the relief of 
Mary F. Potts was passed at a time when I did not have an opportunity 
of recording my objection to it. It was passed on the 7th of June, and 
on the 9th of June I made a motion to reconsider. I have examined 
somewhat into the case, as much as I have had the opportunity, and 
while I am opposed to the extension of patent rights by special bills 
such as this, I do not feel justified in delaying the bill or asking any 
further consideration than simply to record my judgment that these 
bills ought not to pass. I will, therefore, withdraw my motion to re- 
consider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the bill been passed ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill was passed on the 7th of June, and on 
the 9th I made a motion to reconsider, and no action has been had upon 
that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Missouri withdrawing the motion to reconsider? 

Mr. CULLOM. Has the bill passed the other House? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has not passed the other 
House, but passed the Senate. If there be no objection, the motion to 
reconsider is withdrawn. The bill has been passed by the Senate and 
will be sent to the other House. 


TWELFTH MICHIGAN VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6983) for the relief of certain soldiers of the Twelfth 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry dishonorably discharged under special or- 
ders 92, War Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, dated March 1, 
1866. The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment favorably June 29, Report No. 1406, made by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] from that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
- the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by 

im. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of War be,and hereby is,authorized and directed to re- 
voke and cancel special orders numbered 92,dated Washington, March 1, 1866, 
ordering the dishonorable d of the soldiers therein named; and to 
eause to be issued to Sergeants John M. Russey, Company A, and William Becker 
and Michael Casey, Company B; Seth Gon , Com B; Ser- 


geants Collins Phelphe and George 8. Foster, Company E: and Alfred Doolit- 
Ue, Company H,and Hull M. Cross and Lewis M. Hope. Company K,and each 
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of them, all of the Twelfth Regiment Michigan Volunte« i 

death of any of them, then to their heirs, senpectively, a 208 ae of th 

of the daies and places at which their companies were respectively nares 

out of the service; and such discharges shall each have the same (.. 

effect as if issued at the times and places of the muster-out of the oar, a 

wf respectively, and as if said special orders numbered 92 had ; a a 
ued o ‘executed, sever been 


a 
ut 
d 
d 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the anno, 


Imar 
was concurred in. a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on orderino 4) 
amendment to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third tim.” nag 
Mr. EDMUNDS. So far as I understand the report [ am jy, favor of 


the bill, and I do not wish to interfere with my friend {rom Mich 
who has it in charge, but I desire to suggest to him that at this a: - 
in the session the chance is 100 to 1 that the bill wil! not get oa 
and then it will have to begin all over again in the House of Kepresent, 
atives or here; and it would be much better for the interests of these 
soldiers to let the bill stand just where it is on the Calendar , 

Mr. CONGER. I accept that. I hope the bill will pass, when | 
shall immediately move to reconsider the vote and leave it on the (a). 
endar on the motion to reconsider, and at the next session that motion 
can be withdrawn. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to reconsider now. 

Mr. CONGER. 
bill is declared , 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be reaq 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONGER. I now move to reconsider the vote by which the pil) 
was passed, and let the bill be put upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. The motion to ro. 
consider will be entered, and the bill will remain on the Calendar. 


Zan 


The Senator can make the motion 


I do not wish to move a reconsideration until th» 


BENJAMIN P. LOYALL. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 2848) for 
the relief of Benjamin P. Loyall. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motici of the 
Senator from Virginia to proceed to the consideration of tie bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear what it is. 

Mr. MAHONE. It is simply a bill for the removal of political dis. 
abilities. 

Mr. ALLISON. That statement is sufficient. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate. as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, two- 
thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirmative. 


H. W. SHIPLEY. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask theSenate to consent to take up 
Senate bill 1342, a local bill for a constituent of mine, reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think we had better not take it up now. We 
can take it up early at the next session. It is impossible tor it to pass 
the other House at this session. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations has been working very hard, and I think he ougit 
allow this little bill togothrongh. Itdoes not interiere withhim. | 
is the only bill which I have asked to take up from the Calendar. “t 
was reported unanimously from the Committee on Claims by the Se 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE]. It is recommended by the 
Department. P 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be willing to take it up on the second “iy 
of the next session. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I move to take it up now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to taking it up. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A majority may take up the bill 
The motion is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A bill on the Calendar is open * 


motion. The Senator from Oregon moves that the Senate proceed (0 


the consideration of the bill (S. 1342) for the relief of LH. W. 5!'p 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the bil! read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. For information. al acai 
ThePRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for informa 


subject to objection. 
The Secretary ed to read the bill. - — 
Mr. COCKRELL. We can not consider that bill. It is use’es 


undertake it at this time. + the bil 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Secretary is not reading ‘be 
as reported from the committee. There is no $7,000 about 't 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Committe 
on Claims will be read. 


Com 


thori; 
there 
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Mr. COCKRELL. That would not facilitate the matter. 
the Senator had better not press the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. If there is objection I withdraw my 

tion. 
mir. COCKRELL. I think the Senator had better not press it now, 
put take it up at the beginning of the next session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALL. I ask the consent of the Senate to take up a resolution 
reported from the Committee on Contingent Expenses, which the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] requested me in his .bsence to 
call up. I ask that the resolution be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Pending that, I move that the Senate take a recess 
for one hour. : : 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator will allow the resolution to come up. 

Mr. ALLISON. We can consider it after the recess. I make that 
motion. 


I think 


RECESS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate take a recess for one hour. 

The motion was to; and (at 1 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate took a recess until 2 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m., at which 
boar it reassembled. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Epmunps and Mr, HARRIS, of the joint committee appointed to 
wait upon the President of the United States and notify him that Con- 
was ready to adjourn, appeared at the bar of the Senate; and 

Mr. EDMUNDS said: Mr. President, the committee of the two 
Houses appointed to wait upon the President of the United States and 
inform him that the two Houses had completed the business of this 
session and were ready to adjourn unless he should have some further 
communication to make have performed that duty, and are informed 
by the President that he has no further communication to make, and 
that he congratulates the two Houses on the termination of their labors. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A m 


essage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the resolution of the House fixing a day for final adjourn- 
ment. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had ap- 
pointed Mr. FINDLAY one of the managers of the conference on the 
part of the House on the joint resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for the 
distribution of the Official Register of the United States in the place 
of Mr. BARKSDALE, excused. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the jo‘nt 
resolution (S. R. 82) making additional appropriation for purchase of 
site for Congressional Library. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution reported by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] from the 
Committee on Rules July 29, 1886, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and is hereby, continued and au- 
thorized to sit during the recess of Congress, and that the necessary expenses 
—. paid outof the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Sen- 


a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. COCKRELL. Where does that come from ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is reported by the Committee on 
Rules, and is made necessary by the rules. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


R. A. FENNELL,. 


Mr. CALL. I wish to call up the resolution for the relief of Mr. 
Feunell, which was reported from the Committee to Audit and Control 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
anne IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida moves 


J to the consideration of the resolution named 
_ It will be read. 


Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows : 
Resolved, Thatone month’s from 15th April to the 15th May, be paid by the 
ny of the Senate, out the aeatingunt Sand of the Senate, to 3 A, Fen- 


Mr. PLUMB. Tmove to 
Mr I move to lay the resolution on the table. 


nite T ask the Senator to withdraw that motion until I can 
The P’ ith- 
an ee pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas with 


Mr. PLUMB, Yes, sir. 
Mr.CALL. Mr. - tues the een of the Committee = 
olutionary Claims, of w my coll e [Mr. Jones, of Florida 
“chairman, He was ay to the beginning of a month 
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| for the purpose of appointing another employé, without an 
| fault on his part. 


” eee 


S017 


y kind of 
‘The Committee on Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, In consideration of that fact, reported this resolution, proposing to 
allow him a month’s pay, being the month at the beginning of which, 
as I understand the matter, he was discharged. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, Mr. President, a great many other messen- 
gers have been discharged; and are we to set the precedent of giving 
them alla month’s pay ? : 

Mr. CALL. It has been uniformly done, I understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think so. 

Mr. CALL. It was done when we came into power. I have a very 
distinct remembrance that a month’s extra pay was allowed every dis- 
missed employé of the Republican party when the Democrats ob- 
tained control of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. CALL. I appeal to the record. It is unquestionably so. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro temyore. The motion to lay on the table is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that be true, then I should not object; but I 
fear the Senator from Florida is mistaken. 

Mr. CALL. Iam not. The Senator is unquestionably mistaken. 
There are a number of Senators here who can verify the fact. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [should like to know a little more about it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps somebody can state. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have ordinarily been opposed to these donations, 
which appear to me in the light of gratuities, but there are special cir- 
cumstances in this case which seem to me to entitle Mr. Fennell to com- 
passion and sympathy. 

He was, as has been stated, a messenger who was appointed, as Iam 
advised, upon the recommendation of the colleague of the Senator who 
offered the resolution, and had every reason to believe that he would 
be retained at least until the close of the pending session; but from 
circumstances with which we are all familiar the influence which was 
behind him was withdrawn, and he was consequently discharged. 

One of the relatives of Mr. Fennell, it may be his sister, called upon 
me and stated the circumstances in connection with his service and with 
his condition. I am advised and believe that he is in a critical and in- 
firm condition of health, without the means of support, and deprived 
of the income which he had just reason to believe he would continue 
to receive, as I said, until the expiration at Jeast of this session of Con- 
gress. 

Believing that this case is entirely outside of the ordinary claim for 
gratuities, [ shall, if I have the opportunity, vote with great pleasure 
for the resolution offered by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I certainly, after this statement 
that it is not a precedent, have no objection to the resolution, but I am 
very much afraid, from having examined the law in regard to another 
resolution to pay all the session employés and clerks of Senators and 
everybody else a month’s extra pay, that the statute absolutely forbids 
it, and that if this resolution passes and the Secretary of the Senate 
pays the money his account will be that much short under the law at 
the Treasury Department. 

After the explanation which has been made by the two Senators, that 
is the only difficulty I have, if it be not a precedent; but Iam very 
much afraid on having examined the law yesterday about the general 
resolution that this payment of extra compensation—it may be that 
there is a distinction between extra compensation and a gratuity, I do 
not know what the form of the resolution is—but it is clear that the 
law is that neither House can pay out of its contingent fund any extra 
compensation to any of its employés by any resolution of its own, for 
the law forbids it. 

If this falls within the provision—I do not say that it does, but I am 
afraid it does—it can not be done. If it does not, I certainly, after the 
statement made by the Senator from Florida, shall not object. 

Mr. CALL. I donot think the Senator from Vermont need have any 
trouble about that. If the law is operative to restrain this body from 
exercising its constitutional function of making an appropriation, of 
which I do not think there is any doubt, it certainly does not relate to 
the case of a person who is not an officer of the United States, and to 
whom Congress votes something from some consideration which moves 
them, whatever it may be. Thisis certainly not extra compensation in 
the sense of being paid to any person in the service of the United States, 
for this person has been discharged and is not in the service of the United 
States, and therefore the law cannot apply to him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may possibly help him out. 
jection; only it may be that he will not get his money. 

Mr. CALL. It is a case of extraordinary merit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 








I make no ob- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, ita 
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Clerk. announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (8. 
R. 46) accepting from Julia Dent Grant and William H. Vanderbilt 
objects of value and art presented by various foreign governments to the 
late General Ulysses 8. Grant. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House to 
print the special intelligence report by Lieutenant Kimball and Naval 
Cadet Capp upon the progress of the Panama Canal. 

The message farther announzed that the House had concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 120) to 
print the annual bulletins of the Bureau of Ethnology. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 89) providing for the distribution of the Official Register of the 
United States. 





UNITED STATES OFFICIAL REGISTER. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for 
the distribution of the Official Register of the United States, having met, after 
fuliand free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 2. 

CHAS. F. MANDERSON, 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
A. P, GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOS. W. REED, 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 
JOHN V.L. FINDLAY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate take a recess until five 
minutes before 4 o’clock. 

Mr, PLUMB. Before that is done, I ask to present a report from a 
conference committee. “ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9798) “ making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887,and for other purposes,” having met, after 
full and free conference have been unable to agree. 

H. L. DAWES, 

P. B. PLUMB, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


WM. H. FORNEY 

SAM. J. RANDALL, 

BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CALL 


Mr. PLUMB. There is a conference report pending. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have not concluded this yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ference has been read. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
siatement. 


This report, according to the ordinary parliamentary usage, should 
It may have 
been made there, but the Senate has not yet been advised of the action 
However, in view of the impending adjournment, it is 
proper that it should be made here, in order that the Senate may be 
advised of the result of the conference and of the reason for the disagree- 


first have been made to the House of Representatives. 


of that body. 


ment reported. 


The Senate amended what is known as the fortification bill by in- 
serting two sections, substantially connected with each other, provid- 
ufacturers 


ing for the procuring by the Government from American man 


of forgings suitable for large guns and the finishing of those guns by 
That was done upon the theory that this country 
was in great need of proper means for coast defense, and that the one. 
prime thing necessary to make that defense was the possession of guns 


the Government. 


of proper caliber. 


Steel guns above 6-inch caliber have not yet been successfully made 
in the United States, not because the country is lacking in material or 


lacking in the skill, but because there has not yet been a demand for, 


and there is not yet in existence on this continent machinery suitable 
for, their manufacture. The machinery suitable for their manufacture 


is of a kind larger and different from that required for the ordinary 
manufacture of the products of iron. 


In order to secure the production of these guns in this country it was 
deemed necessary that there should be inducements offered to American 
of contracts for the manufacture of guns which 

machinery 


manufacturers in the way 


should enable them to erectand putin operation the necessary 
for the manufacture of large ordnance. 


With a greater length of seacoast than any other country in the 
world the United States is absolutely without any means of defending 
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I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the joint resolution of the House to pay the employés of the Senate—— 


The report of the committee of con- 


Before any question is put on it I wish to make a 
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it. The ordinary fort and vessel can be in a measure improvised. hy; 
guns, of large caliber especially, can not be produced at sho, 
nor without long previous preparation. 

It was to meet this demand, so conspicuously existing no\ 
Appropriations Committee of the Senate and the Senate ado), 
amendments to the fortification bill providing for entering y,, 
manufacture of these large caliber guns. . 

The House conferees, while admitting the necessity, ¢ 
was wise to let the matter go over; they thought that the , 
wait; and they were not willing to agree to anything un 
be the appropriation of a very small sum of money to ind 
more experiments. 

The Senate conferees, believing that experiments enouyh jy, 5, 
made and that what we wanted now was to avail ourselyes of +}, 
periments already made in the manufacture of ordnance wh; 
useful for purposes of national defense, declined to av 
osition limiting the operations of this appropriation })j!| y, 
purpose of further investigation. 

So the issue was sharply drawn between the Senate on the, 1, 
proposing what was conceded everywhere to be a practicable measyr. ¢ 
the manufacture of needed ordnance for the defense of the 
the action of the House declining to enter upon that question, a) 
posing in lieu of it merely that we should go on and do somethi; 
in the nature of inquiry. 

It is not necessary at this late hour to enlarge upon 
The question can not beconsidered now. There is no prospect that ay, 
other conference committee would be able to agree at thissession, y¢ 
accepting the suggestion of the House conferees, who proposed that this 
whole subject might come up better after the fall elections had ta); 
place in connection with the bill as it passed the Senate, at the prope; 
time I shall move that the Senate accede to the request of the House 
for an additional conference and appointconferees who may meet in the 
early days of the next session of Congress. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the substance of all this is that 
fortification bill for the year fails. Of course in December there: 
be a bill passed applying to the remaining six months of th 
that contemplated ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No; notatall. I do not contemplate it 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nothing at all for this year? 

Mr. PLUMB. This will result in the entire failure of the fortis 
tion appropriation bill for the fiscal year, unless Congress shall tak 
up at the succeeding session and pass an appropriation bill for 
will then remain of the present fiscal year. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There being nothing pressing before the Senate at 
this moment, and this being a subject, in my opinion, of very great 
importance, I desire to say a few words about it. 

For many years we have done nothing toward the fortilications a 
the coast except to cut grass and occasionally to put up a brick 1! 
has fallen down or clear outa ditch. For many years nothing 
been given toward the renewal of the old works or to )uild su! 
new ones. 

The bill came here this year from the House giving “for the | 
tion, preservation, and repair of fortifications and other works 0! 
fense, for which there had been no special appropriation availa 
(there being nosuch other works), $100,000; the sum ‘‘to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War.’’ That is the old standard 
appropriation, under which they painted a fence, cleaned a ditch, « 
down a little grass, and put some black paint upon some hone) 
old gun along the fortifications and on top of some of our great works 
around our great harbors—notably I remember Fort Columbus, in Sev 
York Harbor, where stand clumsy, old, useless iron guns, W! 
dare not fire upon the ramparts lest they shake the walls down 

The best of the forts have an 8-foot wall of granite, thinning covn” 
5 feet, through three of which walls the modern rifle wil! send 1s p™ 
jectile. Some people think we can rely upon asand bank. [he ‘ares 
steel rifles made will send their projectiles of 1,200 to 1,>00 pow 
through 70 feet of sand. 

The upshot of it is that we are absolutely defenseless, so !4r °°" 
defenses are concerned, against modern ships of war, w!ic a" © 
their own sweet will sailing through the entrances of our great Dat’ 
By carefully compiled statistics they may safely anchor at 0's" 
Boston, New York, San Francisco, and other great cities under tne T=" 
of our guns, with property to the amount of $4,500,000,000, oe" ° 
turns being taken from the official returns of taxable property "© 


cities. 

I need not discuss the condition of our Navy. We are Do! 4" 
badly off there, because we have a few respectable ships of the“ 
fourth, or fifth class, and we have an excellent body o! oce™,*"" | 
have as many as the great numberof about thirty steel guns ve") ©" 
done for the armament of the Navy, a large majority 0! Ww’ 
the smallest size known in the use of the Navy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not one gun for a State. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not one gun fora State. A ee 
carries a 100-pound projectile, and in the Washington navy)" 
are finishing up about thirty guns, the majority of them of the 0M ag 
size. The work, though it is of limited extent, has been aom'™ 


ne 
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done; but the heavy, rough forged parts of the 8 and 10 inch guns have | power without a very definite policy upon matters of national con- 


been bought abroad, and we are absolutely dependent upon the mercy 
of foreign contractors for any guns we may make of the larger size. - 
We have certain naval vessels nearly or quite complete. Proposals 
are about to be issued for the construction of several more. A bill has 
just 7 Q 2 
other lighter one, and also for completing the armament of the moni- 
tors. Several thousand tons of armor (not armament) are cailed for by 
these various vessels, a large quantity of heavy ordnance for the arm- 
ing of them, and we have forbidden, in the bill for the increase of the 
Navy, the purchase of these articles abroad. But in the meantime 
there is not a manufacturing establishment in the United States that 
can make them, nor is there one that will contract to make them under 
the ordinary terms of an appropriation bill, because no wise mamfact- 
urer would put in a new plant costing $600,000 ora million dollars or 
more to build these guns depending upon an annual appropriation by 
Con No sensible man would do it; no man ought to do it. 

We are building a few large guns by the leave of foreign countries, 
which can be forbidden in a moment by their own governments refus- 
ing to let us have those rough parts. But it is an essential element in 
national defense that we shall be able to make our own weapons of de- 
fense. The Army has not one single high-power modern gun. Ithas 
some very nice little field pieces of steel; it has a large number of old 
15-inch and 10-inch guns, &c., old cast-iron guns admirable in their 
time, and it hasabout two hundred 10-inch Columbiads altered down 
to 8-inch rifles, which can not take a heavy charge of powder and are 
only useful for perhaps a thousand yards against vessels of the third 
or fourth class. 

What then shall be done? Everybody says it is a matter of very 
great importance; everybody says we are helpless. ‘There are several 
ways of beginning to do this work. One is that the Government shall 
build its own great forging factories. That is not economical. That 
is not what the Government ought to undertake. Another plan is that 
the Government shall go into partnership with certain private manu- 
facturers in the mauufacture of a complete gun. That has been tried 
and has been a failure, economically and otherwise—a failure under 
foreign governments. . 

Another plan is to divide the work, that each may be a check upon 
the other, and that the larger and coarser and heavier work which can 
be done in private establishments shall be given out by contract, re- 
serving to the Government the fine work of finishing, so that we may 
have some shops to depend upon ourselves, and that we may not require 
of private manufacturers so heavy a plant. 

The amendments which the Senate put on the fortification bill were 
in accordance with the experience of every European nation that has 
done anything, and they have all done a great deal in this direction, 
and in accordance with the recommendations of board after board that 
has been appointed upon this and kindred questions for a series of years 


past, all of which has been considered and summed up by your Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses and your Select Committee on Ordnance and | of arming ourselves, which we have not now. 


both Houses providing for two fine armored cruisers and an- | 





cern, not agreed concerning (oance, not agreed concerning the tariff, 
and indeed if agreed upon anything I am unable to recall it at this 
identical moment. It is a party in search of a war-cry, a party that 


will be glad to command the enthusiastie support of the American peo- 
ple if it has an opportunity. The Republicans of the Senate, and 1am 
bound to say that the majority at least of the Democratic Senators, 
are willing to offer to men who assume to lead the party an oppor- 
tunity to make a reputation, an opportunity to command popular sup- 


port and respect and enthusiasm, an opportunity to adopt a really 
national and broad and strong policyin somerespects. What are they 
at, I wonder? What do they mean when they seek to keep down an 
appropriation bill by rejecting items of this sort? Do they make any 
sensible appeal to the groundlings in behalf of real economy? We ad- 
vise, I advise, every body advises who stops to think—the very able man 
who is now waiting for his grave was one of the strongest to advise— 
that among matters of great national concern which commanded the 
support of the people unanimously was this matter of defense—coast 
defense and naval defense. I believe that nothing more acceptable to 
the American people could have been done, and yet I doubt very much 
whether the House of Representatives (I may say that much) will be 
allowed to even take a vote upon the question—by some singular com- 
bination of reasons. 

The bill as amended by the Senate devoted $6,000,000 to beginning 
the work of making heavy guns. In addition tothat is the work, which 
must be begun by and by, of building new forts on a new plan along 
the coast, iron turrets, or defenses covered by sloping and curved armor, 
and numerous buildings, erections, and contrivances which are abso- 
lutely indispensable toward torpedo defenses, &c., but these things are 
largely omitted. Nothing is being done for armor. The new ships 
can not be armored by American products, and yet the Secretary of the 
Navy is forbidden to buy any other. The revised bill provided for 
$6,000,000; that there might be a contract made for not to exceed 10,000 
tons of rough-bored, rough-turned, and tempered forged steel suitable 
for heavy guns, in such lots and ef such descriptions as the Secretary 
of the Navy and the Secretary of War might agree upon, the money to 
be available for six years. 

Not one dollar of that would be expended during the next year or 
year and a half, but if that should stand as a law, giving out from noth- 
ing to a million and a half or two millions a year during the next six 
years, there are several great establishments in the United States which 
would very gladly make the necessary plant at a cost of from six hun- 
dred thousand to a million and a half dollars. They will not do it de- 
pending upon annual appropriations; it is perfectly well known by the 
unanimous testimony of all, and I say every sensible business man 
knows it. If we make that contract we shall have at least one or two 
or three hundred guns, depending upon the size—of the smaller ones 
more, of the larger ones less—within four or five years; but, what is of 
more consequence, we shall have within our own borders the possibility 
I say the universal judg- 


War Ships; so that when a person refuses the proposition the Senate | ment of all men of military and other experience abroad, of all manu- 


put upon the bill without offering any substitute for it, he simply de- 
clares that, no matter how defenseless or unprovided the country may 
be, ve will do absolutely nothing. 

_ The bill as passed by the House made a pretense of doing something 
in this direction: 

For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the procurement of 
steel forgings for the manufacture of heavy guns; for guns, carriages, project- 
les, fuses, powder, implements, the materials for which shall all be of Amer- 
ican production, their trial and proof, and the testing of improvements of the 
anak all necessary expenses incident thereto, $500,000, to be available until 


We have gone on wasting a similar sum fora series of years. For 
theprocurementof steel forgings, for the manufacture of heavy guns,”’ 
the “materials for which shall all be of American production.’’ Those 
who drew and who were instrumental in passing that bill knew perfectly 
Well that it was a farce, because those heavy parts can not be made in 
the United States, and we have been buying them abroad. The only 
sien ae toward getting them made in America, which the Senate 
in 
is demanded that the whole bill shall fail unless it can be passed in that 
shape, which is absurd, and knowr to be so; a mere pretense for an 
campaign or for some other purpose, I do not know what. 

The only practical provision in the bill as passed by the House was 
the one to keep the old ferts swept at a cost of $100,000, and $20,000 
for torpedo experiments and for practical instruction; and yet we are 
told by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that if the 

resolution shall become a law, which of course is exceedingly 
doubtful, there will be, indeed there will be substantially anyhow, 
100,000,000 applicable to the reduction of the bonded debt of the 
hited States. The Republican administration in its closing months 
saved up its revenue and did not purchase bonds. The new Demo- 
cratic for about nine months followed a similar course, 


Until we have a very large surplus in the Treasury. 
Whether the Morrison resolution shal! pass or not, without any doubt 
a will be a very considerable reduction in the debt. We are em- 


by our riches; we are burdened by the superabundance of 


our revenue, and a new party, or an old party rather, has come into 








bill, we understand is absolutely and positively rejected. i+ | 


facturers at home, demands some such process of legislation as this, and 
yet we are absolutely refused the very first stepinit. The Democratic 
party has missed an opportunity to commend itself to the respect and 
enthusiastic support of the American people by doing what is really a 
great national and indispensable work. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not care to enter upon the dis- 
cussion of this general question at this time; but I think it proper to 
say a few words in reply to what the Senator from Connecticut and the 
Senator from Kansas, my colleagues on the committee of conference, 
have said-in relation to this matter. As they know, I am personally 
very heartily in favor of a large appropriation upon this account; and 
I think it would be very unfortunate indeed if the failure to agree upon 
an appropriation of $6,000,000 to begin this great work should be treated 
from a political standpoint. I have not found any member of this body 
or any other body that has conferred upon this subject who has treated 
it as a political matter. 

The great trouble is, as all admit, that for twenty years past you 
have neglected the coast defenses. No ample provision has been made 
for the construction of guns or to encourage manufacturers to make the 
best classes of steel. All admit that it should be done speedily, but 
there is great distrust as to the ability of the officers in charge, the 
Army officers and the ordnance officers, to carry out this great work. 
There is a very serious division as to whether this large expenditure 
should be placed in their hands or placed in the hands of a board of 
experts consisting of Army officers and civilians. 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenator from Maryland ought tostate in that con- 
nection, what he knows very well to be true, that the Senate conferees 
offered to yield all questions of control, substantially in accordance with 
the ideas of the House conferees, if only the amount was retained and 
if the plan which the Senate had proposed could be preserved. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is true, but it was only in the very late hours 


of the session, within twenty-four hours, that we were able to reach 
the point when such a proposition could be made; and the conferees on 
the part of the House claimed that there was not time to consider it 
and put it into such shape as to make the provision effective. 

My friend from Kansas knows perfectly well that this question is not 
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to be settled upon party issues. It is one that is broader than that; 
and I only rose to protest against this debate and the statements of my 
friend from Connecticut and my friend from Kansas, which might pos- 
sibly jeopardize a great interest which we all have at heart by giving 
it a political turn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I certainly did not give any turn of politics to it at 
all. I spokesimply upon the basis of what the Senate had done, and 
in the Senate, as I understood, there was no division on party grounds. It 
is true the committee on the part of the Senate was controlled by the 
Republican party, as the Senate itself is at the present time, but there 
was no suggestion of politics in the debate, and all I said was in justi- 
fication of the position of the Senate as a Senate without reference to 
the party in control of it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not mean to do the Senator injustice, but the 
Senator from Connecticut did say the Democratic party had lost a great 
opportunity in not permitting this work to go on. It was only in re- 
ply to that remark I made the suggestion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I gave due credit, I think, to the Republican Sen- 
ate that it acted without distinction of party in this matter and with 
broad and patriotic views, and I do not know where else to charge it 
if not to charge it to certain Democratic influences. The projectspoken 
of by the two Senators of committing this work of the Army and Navy 
to a board, depriving the two Secretaries of the part we had assigned 
them in the bill, is another proposed vote of want of confidence in the 
Cabinet. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say in regard to that, that while that mat- 
ter was not discussed at any very great length, the general proposition 
was that if we could agree upon the amount and the plan in substan- 
tial accordance with what the Senate had done a board should be con- 
stituted, of which the Secretary of War and Secretary of the Navy should 
be ex officio members, consisting as well of some members of the Army 
and Navy as of some civilians. In other words, the Senate conferees 
said, ‘‘ We do not care so much about that question of detail of the 
personnel of the management, provided always we can secure an appro- 
priation of the money and the entering by the Government on this work 
zealously,’’ and so we were willing to yield everything in that particular 
in order to get the substantial object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Except for a possible discourtesy to the Secretary 
of War or the Secretary of the Navy I should not object to that. If 
that be eliminated from it and the board be composed as the Senator 
has suggested, of course my objection and the objection of every sensi- 
ble friend of the measure will be gone, provided only that the substan- 
tial thing be done by whatever reasonable method. 

Mr. CALL, I ask the Senatorfrom Kansas if he will allow this mat- 
ter to be informally laid aside to consider a House resolution ? 

Mr. PLUMB. What House resolution is that? 

Mr. CALL. A joint resolution for paying the employés the remain- 
der of this month’s salary. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that, provided that resolution 
is not proposed to be amended in such a way as to give an additional 
month’s pay to everybody. 

Mr. CALL. We can take it up and vote on it. 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 shall have something to say about it. 

Mr. CALL. The proposition is only that the balance of this month’s 
salary may be paid to the employés of the two Houses. The month 
has already been commenced. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not wish to take any division on that unless 
there be something substantially proposing to give extra pay. 

Mr. CALL. I do not propose that. 

Mr. PLUMB. We have not got through with the fortification mat- 
ter yet. Since the Senatorfrom Maryland | Mr. GORMAN] seems to be 
somewhat sensitive about the responsibility of this measure having been 
cast upon the House of Representatives, I wish to say in connection with 
his remark that for twenty years there has been a neglect of this sub- 
ject; that it is only within a recent period that there seems to have been 
a consensus of opinion as to the kind of guns that ought to be manu- 
factured. In other words, the inventive skill of the world has not till 
within the last three or four years determined finally as to the character 
=o best kind of gun to be made and the best material to be used 

r it. 

Finally, it seems now to be conceded that steel is that material; and 
in the mean time the quality of steel manufactured has become a great 
deal better than it was formerly. All this has been going on in the do- 
main of experiment, and sothere is always something to be said in favor 
of waiting; that is, at all events as against the proposition to do a great 
deal. Undoubtedly we might have done something heretofore, but the 
Senate will bear in mind that the two Houses of Congress have been 
heretofore, as they are now, divided from each other in a political way; 
that for over ten years, with two exceptions, the House of Kepresenta- 
tives has not been in accord with the Senate politically. Once the 
House was Democratic when the Senate was also under the control of 
that party; and but once within the last twelve years the House has 
been Republican at a time when the Senate was also Republican. 
While the House and the Senate have been controlled by different po- 
litical parties it has seemed to be entirely impossible to get any concord 
whatever, the House insisting (whether well or ill I will not now un- 
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dertake to say) that it was not wise and prudent to commit the admjy. 
istration of this great question to Republican officials. 7 

All I want to say now in that connection is to point to the di; rent 
treatment which has been accorded to a Democratic administration py 
a Republican Senate. The Republican Senate has voted unanimoys), 
to give to the Secretary of the Navy a fund of three and a half million 
dollars for the purpose of adding to the Navy, and an appropriation 
which involved practically an agreement to appropriate $4,000. (up 
more. It has also proposed to commit to Democratic officials $6, (00 (9 
for the purpose of the manufacture of guns, and in every way in which 
it has touched upon this question of appropriations and upon the re- 
sponsibility of administration it has given as freely of the public reve. 
nues and as freely committed discretion to the Democratic administra. 
tion as it ever proposed to doto a Republican administration. | thin\ 
that much the Senator from Maryland will himself cheerfully adm); 

When I say that, I say it for the purpose of emphasizing the fact which 
the Senator himself said, though in connection with what | thought to 
be a reflection on a former administration, that this question need got 
be and ought not to be a partisan question at all, and that every man 
whether he be a Republican or a Democrat, ought to agree, in the first 
place, that the United States ought to have agood navy, one commen- 
surate not only with its power but with the exposed situation of its 
commerce and the necessities of its people, and that it also should have 
an adequate system of coast defense, in order that the great possessions 
of the people may be protected against the possible contingencies of 
foreign war. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLAnrk, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1386) for the 
completion of a public building at Fort Scott, Kans,, with an amend- 
ment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms of United States 
courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to provide for printing the third an- 
nual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for the distribution of the 
Official Register of the United States; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) to print the annual bulletins of the 
Bureau of Ethnology; and 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 82) making additional appropriation for pur- 
chase of site for Congressional Library. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms of United States 
courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to provide for printing the third 
annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SCOTT. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the bill (S. 1386) for the completion of 4 
public building at Fort Scott, Kans., returned from the House of Rep- 
resentatives with an amendment, may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be taken. 


PAY OF EMPLOYES. 

Mr. CALL. Is there anything before the Senate? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No bill is before the Senate. No 
action is required on the report of the committee of conference on the 
fortification bill. 

Mr. CALL. I move to take upfor consideration the joint resolution 
of the House relative to the payment of employés for this month. _ 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that motion is put I ask to have the resolution 
read for information. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that motion, I move that the Senate take 
a recess until a quarter before 4 o’clock. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Vermont will withdraw that 
fora moment. I appeal to the Senator. We have commenced the 
month of August. These employés have been here serving us, 204 " 
is only the fair thing for us to consider the propriety of giving the 
now pay for the month upon which they have already entered. That 
is all, and I think there is a large majority of the Senate disposed to 
do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw my motion for a moment. fi 

Mr. PLUMB. [I renew it. I do not think the question is of «0 i 
cient importance to come up at this time and in view of the fact, whi 


is undoubtedly well known, that there is no quorum here, 4 will be 


disclosed if the question is called for, as it certainly will be—— 
Mr. CALL. Tice we osm net adjoutn. 
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Mr. PLUMB. That is another question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This resolution can not pass, because it is wrong 
in my opinion and in the opinion of a great many other people; and in | 
view of some messages that may come from the House 1 move to take 
a recess until fifteen minutes past 3. | 

| 





Mr. CALL. I hope that motion will be voted down. 
RECEss. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate took a recess until 3 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m. 

Mr. CALL. I call for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro t-mpore. The Chair thinks the call is too late. 
A recess is taken until a quarter after 3 o'clock. 

The Senate took a recess until 3 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m., at 
which time it reassembled. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLes, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 46) accepting from Julia Dent Grant 
and William H. Vanderbilt objects of value and art presented by va- 
rious foreign governments to the late General Ulysses 8. Grant; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

PROPOSED RECESS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate take a recess until five 
minutes before 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator that we had better make it 
ten or fifteen minutes before 4. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly it is—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why? 

Mr. HARRIS. I can not tell why, but there may be reasons. We 
do not now know whether there will or will not be reasons, and there- 
fore I think it safer to say ten minutes before 4. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate take a recess until five minutes before 4 o’clock. 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes were 5. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator insist on a further count? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those opposed to the motion will 
rise and stand until they are counted. 

Eleven Senators rose in the negative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nothing can be done now but to call the roll. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing is in order but the calling 
of the roll, under the rule. 


The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


The question is on the motion of the 


Allison, Cullom, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Beck, mun Mahone, Sewell, 
Blair, Gibson, Manderson, Sherman, 
Brown, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 

Butler, Gray Palmer, Walthall, 
Call, Harris, Plumb, Whitthorne. 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pugh, 

Colquitt, I Ransom, 

Conger, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 


Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GrorGe’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is quite unwell, and unable to be here to-day. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thirty-three Senators have answered 
to their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate take a recess until six min- 
utes before 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can not take a recess without a quorum. We 
can adjourn from day to day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A recess is within an adjournment, and it has been 
held that—— 


Mr. HARRIS. A recess is not an adjournment. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It is merely a continuance of the sitting. There 
is no doubt about it. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion for the present. 


PROPOSED RECESS—WANT OF A QUORUM. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. NowI renew my motion to take a recess until six 


ee 4 o’clock. 
RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that under 
the language of the rule a motion for a recess is not in order under 


these circumstances, The ruls will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
necessary, to the attendance of the absent Senators, 
be determined without debate ; and, pending its execution, 
on, except to adjourn, 


thal net ® quorum shall be present, no debate nor m 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, pending the execution of the order to 
bring in the absent Senators. No such order has been made, and the 
Senate may suspend making such an order as long as it likes. The 
motion for a recess is inside of the motion to adjourn, and a motion to 
adjourn includes the right of the Senate to suspend its sitting fora 
few minutes if it wishes to do so, I submit to the Chair; but if an 
order had been made to bring in absent Senators, the Chair would be 
right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The language of clause 3 of Rule V 
being that, ‘‘ Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that 
a quorum is not present, a majority of the Senators present may direct 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to request, and, when necessary, to compel the 
attendance of the absent Senators, which order shall be deterinined with- 
out debate; and pending its execution, and until a quorum shall be 
present, no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, shall be in order,’’ 
after the want of a quorum is ascertained the Chair is of the opinion 
that no debate or motion except to adjourn and to compel the attend- 
ance of absent Senators would be in order. ‘The Chair would be very 
glad to rule otherwise. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish with great respect to submit to the Chair 
that his inclination of opinion is contrary to the continuous practice of 
the Senate, and I submit with great respect that the Chair has over- 
looked the arrangement of this sentence. It is that— 

Whenever upon such roll-call itshall be ascertained that a quorum is not pres- 
ent a majority of the Senators present may— 

They are not obliged to— 
direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request, and when neccessary, to compel the at- 


tendance of the absent Senators, which order shall be determined without de- 
bate ;— 





Then comes a semicolon— 

and pending its execution, and until a quorum shall be present= 
That is while that order is being executed— 

no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, shall be in order. 


Now, the Senate has the authority; it may, but the rule does not say 
it shall; and the Senate not having chosen to direct the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to send for the absentees, the last clause of the rule, which says 
that ‘* pending the execution of that order no motion shall be in order 
except a motion to adjourn,’’ does not apply to the case now, because 
the Senate has not made any order directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
request the attendance of the absent members. I submit, with great 
respect to the Chair, therefore, as I certainly shall not appeal, to con- 
sider the way that stands in the rule and the uniform practice of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know this question is not debatable, but by the 
express terms of the rule, when the absence of a quorum has been dis- 
closed, there are but two motions which arein order. The one is for a 
call of the Senate and the other is to adjourn. That is the express ht- 
eralism of the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator can find me in the rule any other mo- 
tion that is in order according to the letter of it I shall be glad for him 
to inform me of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
provides: 

When a question is pending no motion shall be received but— 

To adjourn, 

Toadjourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it shall be toa 


day certain, 
To take a recess. 


Let me read itagain, Mr. President. Rule XXII 


Here was a pending question on the motion of the Senator from Florida 
{Mr. CALL]. Therefore we are within that rule. Now wecome tothe 
quorum rule: 

Whenever upon such roll-call— 


The question of a quorum being raised— 


it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not present,a majority of the Senators 
present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request, and, when necessary, to 
compel the attendance of the absent Senators, which order shail be determined 
without debate ; and pending its execution— 


here comes the prohibition of the rule. Pending the execution of 
an order directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring in the absentees— 
and until a quorum shall be present— 
Pending the execution of that order— 
no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, shall be in order. 


So that the motion to take a recess is within Rule XXII. If the 
want of a quorum is disclosed, then the rule says thata majority of the 
Senators present may—not that they shall—proceed to call in the ab- 
sentees. Then it goes on to say that having proceeded to call in the 
absentees, and while that order is being executed, you can only move 
an adjournment. So I submit with great respect to my friend from 
Tennessee and to the Chair under those two rules, just as the practice 
of the Senate has been half a dozen times this session and half a dozen 
times every session for twenty years to my knowledge, the Senate has 
the right, no quorum being present, to suspend its operations unti) it 
has ordered the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring in the absentees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
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Senator from Vermont to the express language of the Constitution of 
the United States. The Secretary will read section 5 of article 1. It 
seems to the Chair that under the Constitution the matter is entirely 
clear. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to be heard on that point. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualii- 


cations of its own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum 
to do business; but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may 
be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, in such manner, 
and under such penalties, as each House may provide. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion, on the face 
of the Constitution, that the word ‘‘ business’’ excludes every other 
motion except a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I take leaveto submit to the Chair, with great 
respect again, that a recess is included within the motion to adjourn, 
which is a much larger motion than a recess, and is merely a modified 
and temporary adjournment in its effect; a motion to take a recess is 
in order, and always has been, and so held since the Government be- 
gan as I believe. The Constitution gives the power to less than a 
quorum to adjourn from day to day, but sitting during the day wait- 
ing for the absentees to come in, and included in the larger power to 
adjourn is the smaller power to suspend the sitting of the body wait- 
ing for the absentees for the time being, and that has been the practice 
of the Senate, I beg leave to suggest, for a great many years. It isnot 
of any consequence now, but in the future itmay be of great conse- 
quence. 

. Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the business betore the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The business before the Senate is 
the fact that there is the want of a quorum, which involves an inca- 
pacity to do any business. 

Mr. GIBSON. What is the pending motion? 

The 1 RESIDENT protempore. The motion is to takea recess. The 
Chair in respect to this matter would submit it to the Senate, if the 
Senate was full, to decide the question; but the Chair supposes it would 
not be proper to do so at present. 

‘The Chair, in further reply to the Senator from Vermont, will state 
that the rules themselves make a distinction between a motion to ad- 
journ from day to day and a recess, because the twenty-second rule 
provides that— 


Wing a question is pending no motion shall be received but— 

o o 

To Seaante a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn, it shall be toa 
day certain. 

Those two are included in the constitutional provision. Then— 

To take a recess, 

To proceed to the consideration of executive business, 
To lay on the table, 

To postpone indefinitely. 

The Chair is of opinion that as the Constitution limits the power of 
less than a quorum to do only whatis provided for in the rules also, to 
adjourn, that would not include taking a recess, because the Constitu- 
tion provides that in the absence of a quorum the body shall adjourn 
from day today. A recess is an adjournment within a day. 

However, the Senator from Vermont says the point is not material 
now. Ifa quorum were present the Chair would with great pleasure, 
out of respect to the opinion of the Senator from Vermont, which he 
regards very highly, submit the matter to the Senate. At present he 
can not do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
sort. 

Mr. HARRIS. Notless than a quorum can decide a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair stated. The only mo- 
tion in order would be a motion to adjourn; andas the two Houses have 
by concurrent resolution fixed the time for the final adjournment of 
Congress, when that time arrives the adjournment must be declared. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will not be very long before the six minutes’ ar- 
rangement will be inorder. We shall not have very long to wait. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


At 3 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m. Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the 
President’s secretaries, appeared before the bar of the Senate with a 
message from the President of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive a message 
from the President of the United States. 


WANT OF A QUORUM. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that no message can be 
received in the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that under 
the language of the rules messages may be received from the other 
House of Congress and also from the President of the United States at 
any time unless when the Senate is dividi 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the ap- 
peal in the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that be entered in the Journal. 


It requires a quorum to decide a question of this 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has considered the rules 
very carefully before this question was presented, lest it might arise 
and the Chair is clearly of opinion that the rule of the Senate does 01 
exclude the receipt of a message from the House of Representatiy «s or 
from the President in the present condition of the Senate. The (hai; 
will receive the m P 

Mr. PRUDEN (one of the secretaries of the President), Mr. preci. 
dent, I am directed by the President of the United States to annoynon 
to the Senate his approval of sundry Senate bills and joint resolutions 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, to place the matter jo. 
fore the Senate that it may be settled, will read the last clause of tha 
fifth rule: 

And pending its execution— 

That is, after the want of a quorum is announced— 


and until a quorum shall be present, no debate nor motion, e 
shall be in order. 


The receipt of a message is neither debate nor a motion. The; 
it seems to the Chair, it is clearly in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, Mr. President, if I may address the (hai, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know whether the Chair will hold that g 
Senator can address the Chair in the absence of a quorum. [ recall to 
the Chair, who is so familiar with the Constitution, the provision of the 
Constitution that a majority of each House is necessary to do business 
and if receiving a message from the President of the United States ang 
entering it in the Journal is not doing business, then I am great|y 
mistaken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
construction has been given to the rule which he has now given, and 
that the limitation is the exclusion of debate or of a motion except to 
adjourn. 

Mr.CONGER. Did the communication from the President announce 
the signature of the President to the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message has been received. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can it be read and acted upon in the absence of a 
quorum ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read if any Senator desires. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not desire it. I protest against it as being 
contrary to the Constitution. 

Mr. CONGER. The reading of the communication is not precluded 
by the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
business. 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives appeared below the bar 
of the Senate with a message from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the same point of order; but I suppose it 
is overruled. : 


No action is required. Itcan be 


I submit that it is by the Constitution, for it is 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

A bill (H. R. 191) providing for the erection of a public building at 
Los Angeles, Cal.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn., approved February, 
1885.”” 

WANT OF A QUORUM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state also, in order 
to have this matter further presented, that Rule XXVIII provides ex- 
pressly that— 

Siomsnges from the President of the United States or from the House of Rep” 
resentatives may be received at any stage of proceedings, except wliile the Sen- 
ate is dividing, or while the Journal is being read, or while a question of oree! 
or a motion to adjourn is pending. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But that implies that the constitutional body 
necessary to do business is here, and it appears that it is not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is still in existence. 
is the Senate of the United States to-day, though without a quorum, 
and it has certain = neem ctr limited by the Constitution anc the 
rules. The Chair has no doubt upon this question, and is only ST 
that it may not now be submitted to a quorum of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Chair will not entertain an app! 
understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain an 4)" 


Mr. CONGER. I should like to hear the message of the President 
of the United States read. “a ie 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan does ° 
speak loud enough to be heard. sated 

Mr. CONGER. I say I desire to hear the message just communi 
by the President of the United States read. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be read. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to the reading, as no quorum is present. | Ohio; Wilford B. Hoggatt, of Indiana; Albert M. Beeeher, of Iowa; 
That must be business, I suppose. Nathaniel S. Moseley, of California; Frank K. Hill, of Ohio; Roger 
Mr. CONGER. Since the objection made by the Senator from Ver- | Welles, jr., of Connecticut; John D. McDonald, otf Nevada; Walter O. 
mont several Senators have come into the Chamber. Hulme, of New Jersey; Douglass T. Terrell, of Mississippi; Frederick 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the | J. Loomis, of Connecticut; Henry E. Parmenter, of Rhode Island; 
message Was properly received under the express terms of the twenty- | Hilary P. Jones, of Virginia; William R. Shoemaker, of New Mexico; 
eighth rule, and it will be read. Isaac K. Seymour, of Maine; Charles M. Fahs, of Alabama; Charles 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair entertain an appeal from that de- | P. Plunkett, of the District of Columbia; and Humes H. Whittlesey, 
scion ? of Indiana. ; 
onThe PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairwillif the Senator takes it. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator takes it. Hert : bs i 2 s 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appeal will be entered. The | ,. er pert Foote Beecher, nominated to be collector of eustoms for the 
will be read. district of Puget Sound, in the State of Oregon. 
Mr. eee ee I hope the Chair will submit to the Senate 
e question on the appeal. ees = _ 
— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not feel authorized CONFIRMATIONS. 
to submit the question on appeal while there is not a quorum. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair entertains the appeal, but refuses to : Ct eeenee AS Ae 
submit it to the Senate! COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive the appeal Nathaniel H. R. Dawson, of Selma, Ala., to be Commissioner of Edu- 
and have it entered on the Journal, but declines to submit it to the | ©@tion. 


NOMINATION WITHDRAWN. 
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Senate now. ASSISTANT TREASURER. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. And proceeds with the business as to which the 8S. Davis Page, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be assistant treasurer of the 
appeal is taken ! United States at Philadelphia. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the requestof the Senator from rie i, al ARRON ae 
Michigan the message communicated by the President of the United a seas Se CP Sease. 
States will be read. TheSenate takes no action on the message except Alvey A. Adee, of the District of Columbia, now Third Assistant Sec- 


to have it read. It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


retary of State, to be Second Assistant Secretary of State. 
THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 


EXECUTIVE MAwysio2 5 5. ° rons . : 
apnvis Saseaness, Auguet 6, 2006 John B. Moore, of Delaware, to be Third Assistant Secretary of State 


The President on August 5, 1886, approved bills of the following titles : 
yinet (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phoenix National Bank, of the city of New 

ork; 

An act (S. 335) to provide for tecting the interests of the United States in 
the Potomac River flats, in the District of Columbia ; 

Joint resolution ¢. R. 82) making additional appropriation for purchase of site 
for Congressional arr and — 

Joint resolution (S. R. ) accepting from Julia Dent Grant and William H. 
Vanderbilt objects of value and art presented by various foreign governments 
to the late General Ulysses S. Grant. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 40’clock p.m.). Senators, before | _ Edward Young, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the Unit a 
announcing the termination of this session of the Senate I beg leave | States at Windsor, Nova Scotia. 
to return to each of you my grateful thanks for your uniform courtesy Augustus M. Boyd, to be consul of the United States at Tuxpan. 
and kindness to me as your presiding officer, and especially for the res- | _ Richard M. Stadden, a resident of Manzanillo, to be consul of the 
olution of to-day in which you express your approval. United States at that place. 

This session has been distinguished for the great number and variety R. H. Jones, of Lordsburg, N. Mex., to be consul of the United States 
of the subjects that have been considered, and the marked absence of | 2¢ Chihuahua. . 
political controversy. The varied needs and aims of a great and rap- _ Berthold Greenebaum, of San Francisco, Cal., to be consu! of the 
idly growing country have occupied most of the time of the Senate. | United States at Apia. 

The short recess will enable you to greet your constituents, and I hope ASSOCIATE TERRITORIAL JUSTICE. 

and trast you will each return in December with renewed health and | 

strength to your important duties. 
In pursuance of the resolution of the two Houses of Congress I de- 


MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 
E. Spencer Pratt, of Mobile, Ala., to be minister resident and consul- 
general of the United States to Persia. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Owen McGarr, of Denver, Colo., to be consul-general of the United 
States in Ecuador. 





Thomas C. Beach, of Montana, to be associate justice of the supreme 
| court of the Territory of Montana. 





dare the Senate adjourned without day. UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
: Thomas Smith, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United States for 
NOMINATIONS. the Territory of New Mexico. 


Cornelius C. Watts, of West Virginia, to be attorney of the United 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 5th day of August, 1886. | States for the district of West Virginia. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF UTAH. REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 
William G, Bowman, of Illinois, to be surveyor-general of Utah, vice | _A- C. Bradford, of San Francisco, Cal., to be register of the land 
Frederick Salmon, commission expired. office at San Francisco, Cal. is 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. Frank J. Mott, of Denver, Colo., to be register of the land oflice at 


, Denver, Colo. 
nn See cey, of ama to be ee bape States " SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 
of Tennessee, vice M. F. ose ~ - : s : ‘ : 
mission expired May 24, 1886. her mae ar = Auguste Alers, of California, to be special examiner of drugs, medi- 


cines, and chemicals in the district of San Francisco, in the State of Cali- 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


fornia. 
Selden Hetzel, of California, to be register of the land office at Sac- 
tamento, Cal., vice Edward F. Taylor, whose term of office has expired. 
(The nomination of W. A. Selkirk for said office, which was delivered 
to the Senate July 15, 1886, is this day withdrawn. ) 
POSTMASTERS. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

George Hines, of California, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Wilmington, in the State of California. 

Thomas J. Arnold, of San Diego, Cal., to be collector of customs for 
the district of San Diego, Cal. 











an —s be postmaster at De Kalb, De Kalb County, IIli- SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Aaron ackson, the nomination of Clinton Ro- : — p . 
sette, who was Jeai oo Siisiaatod tr the Bonote, agin of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mahlon D. Manson, of Crawfordsville, Ind., to be collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the seventh district of Indiana. 


Leonard W. Chambers, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, Morgan 
County, Illinois, vice John Gordon, suspended, the nomination of E. 
“a who was designated and afterward nominated to the Sen- 





having been rejected. | CLERK OF SURVEYS. 
N John A. Parsons, of Salisbury, Md., to be principal clerk of surveys 
The eearegeng .___ | in the General Land Office. 
in following-named graduates of the Naval Academy to be ensigns 
the Navy from the Ist of Jul 1886, to fill vacancies: UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 
Charles y 


ee vania; Washington L. of Vir-| Thomas Jefferson Carr, of Wyoming, to be marshal of the United 
M. of Pennsylvania; Clarence S. Williams, of ' States for the Territory of Wyoming. 
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Thomas J. Hamilton, of the Territory of Washington, to be marshal David W. Clark, jr., to be postmaster at Valley City, Barnes County 


of the United States for the Territory of Washington. 
Edward Hawkins, of Indiana, to be marshal of the United States for 


the district of Indiana. » 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Thomas B. Davis of Lincoln, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 


at Lincoln, Nebr. 
Bradley M. Thompson, of East Saginaw, Mich., to be receiver of 


public moneys at East Saginaw, Mich. 
Allen Wood, of Susanville, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys at 


Susanville, Cal. 
William J. McClure, of Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, to be receiver of pub- 


lic moneys at Coeur d’ Alene, Idaho. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 
Melmoth C. Williams, of Statesville, N. C., to be agent for the In- 


dians of the Pueblo agency in New Mexico. 
Joseph Hollman, of Emerson, Nebr., to be agent for the Indians of 


the Omaha and Winnebago agency in Nebraska. 

Elmer A. Howard, of Fairfield, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Pima agency in Arizona. 

William M. Campbell, of Trigg, Ky., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Uintah and Ouray agency (consolidated) in Utah. 

Samuel L. Gilson, of Erie, Pa., to be agent for the Indians of the 


Fort Peck agency in Montana. 
William W. Anderson, of Elizabethtown, Ky., to be agent for the 


Indians of the Crow Creek and Lower Brulé agency, in Dakota. 
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 
Freeman V. Walker, of Georgia, to be assistant surgeon, with the 
rank of first lieutenant, July 27, 1886. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
First Lieut. Selden A. Day, to be captain, July 18, 1886. 
Second Lieut. J. Walker Benét, to be first lieutenant, July 18, 1886. 
Additional Second Lieut. Gustave W. 8. Stevens, of the Fourth Artil- 
lery, to be second lieutenant, July 18, 1886. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 


Territory of Dakota. 


W. R. Chapple, to be postmaster at Little Falls, Herkimer County, 


New York. 


Christopher Whitney, to be postmaster at Franklinville, Cattaraugys 


County, New York. 


Otis G. King, to be postmaster as Kenosha, Kenosha County, Wis. 


consin. 


H. J. Feltus, to be postmaster at Bloomington, in the county of 


Monroe and State of Indiana. 


A. W. Copland, to be postmaster at Detroit, in the county of Wayne 


and State of Michigan. 


Martin V. Meredith, to be postmaster at East Saginaw, in the count y 


of Saginaw and State of Michigan. 


Morgan L. Gage, to be postmaster at Vassar, Tuscola County, Mich- 


igan. 


Sylvanus S. Wilson, to be postmaster at Colfax, Jasper County, Iowa 
Stiles Kennedy, to be postmaster at Saint Louis, Gratiot County. 


Michigan. 


Orlando Humphrey, to be postmaster at Nyack, in the county of 


Rockland and State of New York. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 4, 1836. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
John Devlin, of Detroit, Mich., to be consul of the United States at 


Windsor, Ontario. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF UTAH. 
William G. Bowman, of Illinois, to be surveyor-general of Utah. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Selden Hetzel, of California, to be register of the land office at Sac- 


ramento, Cal. 
GRADUATES OF THE NAVAL ACADEMY TO BE ENSIGNS IN THE NAyy 


FROM JULY 1, 1886, TO FILL VACANCIES. 
Charles H. Hawes, of Pennsylvania; Washington L. Capps, of Vir- 


ginia; Chester M. Knepper, of Pennsylvania; Clarence S. Williams, of 
Ohio; Wilford B. Hoggatt, of Indiana; Alfred M. Beecher, of lowa; 


First Lieut. David B. Wilson, adjutant, to be captain, July 16, 1886. | Nathaniel S. Mosely, of California; Frank K. Hill, of Obio; Roger 


Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Thomas J. Lewis, to be first lieutenant, July 26, 1886. 
Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Henry A. Greene, to be first lieutenant, July 24, 1886. 
Medical Department. 
Lieut. Col. David L. Magruder, surgeon, to be surgeon, with the 
rank of colonel, July 26, 1886. 
Maj. Charles T. Alexander, surgeon, to be surgeon, with the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel, July 26, 1886. 
Capt. Henry M. Cronkhite, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with 
the rank of major, July 26, 1886. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 
Eugene Potter Stone, of Massachusetts, to bean assistant surgeon in 
the Navy. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Paymaster Charles F. Guild, to be a pay inspector, from the 16th of 


July, 1886. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Samuel R. Colhoun, to be a paymaster, 
from the 16th of July, 1886. 

Assistant Paymaster Eustace B. Rogers, of California, to be a passed 
assistant paymaster from the 2d of November, 1884. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Robert Newell, to be postmaster at Salem, Salem County, New Jer- 
sey. 
James P. Owens, to be postmaster at Scottdale, Westmoreland County, 
Pennsylvania. 

James S. Jennings, to be postmaster at Waynesburg, Greene County, 
Pennsylvania. 

John W. Cage, to be postmaster at Mineola, Wood Connty, Texas. 
.. ames L. Mathews, to be postmaster at Ellicott City, Howard County, 

aryland. 

. George T. Mooney, to be postmaster atSaint Albans, Franklin County, 
yermont. 

Clark Holden, to be postmaster at Barre, in the county of Washing- 
ton and State of Vermont. 

“ Lewis C. Martin, to be postmaster at Garden City, Finney County, 

ansas, . 

John A. McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Guthrie Centre, Guthrie 

County, Iowa. 
; Samuel Jacobs, to be postmaster at Hamburg, Fremont County, 
owa. 
George E. Lorenze, to be postmaster at Toledo, Lucas County, Ohio. 


Wells, jr., of Connecticut; John D. McDonald, of Nevada; Walter 0. 
Hulme, of New Jersey; Douglass T. Terrell, of Mississippi; Frederick 
J. Loomis, of Connecticut; Henry E. Parmenter, of Rhode Island; 


Hilary P. Jones, of Virginia; William R. Shoemaker, of New Mexico; 
Isaac K. Seymour, of Maine; Charles M. Fahs, of Alabama; Charles 
P. Plunkett, of the District of Columbia, and Humes H. Whittlesey, 


of Indiana. 
POSTMASTERS. 


William Carter, to be postmaster at De Kalb, De Kalb County, IIli- 


nois. 
Leonard W. Chambers, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, Morgan 


County, Illinois. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate August 5, 1886. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William L. Bancroft, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Huron, in the State of Michigan. 


REPORTS ON EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
August 2, 1886. 


Ordered, That the pisaine of secrecy be removed from the report of the 
Pp and Post-Roads on the nomination of Edward M 
Kinman, to be r at Jacksonviile, Ill., and from the views of the mr 
nority of said committee there on, and that they be printed in the Recoxo. 
The ittee on Post-Off ces and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
nentgenen ee eae M. maaan. to bas erat Jacksonville, LIL, to suc 
veed n Gordon, suspended, respectfully report : ' 
as that an order for the siabauden of John Gordon was issued 
the t two ye hey ape the present session of Congress began ; that 
M. Kinman was instal in office the ent, although he did nes 
receive his omnes until Congress met - one Gordon ca h + - 
on demand, ough pees right nman to take possession unes 
the circumstances ; and that, so far as the committee has been able to ascertai. 
there was no reason for the suspension or removal of Gordon, whose com mss!0! 
did not ex for three years and who had been an efficient officer. . 
nomination has been under consideration evidence has b« a 
mitted to the committee showing that this nomination is strongly 0) poe - 


litical parties, ® 
meous oa - —- eens of Kinman ‘or 


n preferred against him 
rinted an 


13, 1885, a certain circular or ~ 
veterans 


: ; 
ing were ridiculed i! 
—. ast upon 


oO had 


gramme,” in which the reunion and 7 ra 

fom and hich unjust reflections were particularly ci 
Colonel Kreider being a prominent citizen w! 
for the reunion 


, “ 6 
—— circulating this so-called bogus 
ering a cliberate insult to the Union soldiers 
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of the late war and to those who sympathize with the cause in which they staked 
their lives by attempting to bring into ridicule and contempt one of their re- 
unions. Kinman was in any wise responsible for said circular, he was guilty 
of an underhanded and contemptible attack upon a fellow-citizen of high char- 
acter who does not come before the public as a candidate for any office, but by 
reason of his ublic spirit and enterprise is usually prominent in promoting the 
success of suc’ public gatherings as the soldiers’ reunion in question. 

This charge against: Kinman is based 7 an affidavit by John C. McBride, 
in which he states that Kinman showed him the manuscript of the circular 
which subsequently ap red and asked him to have it printed; that affiant 
declined to do this, and heard nothing ofthe matter until some days afterward, 
when Kinman told him he was expecting some packages by express and had 
ordered them sent to affiant, as he might be out of town when they arrived ; 
that two pack containing the printed circulars were received by affiant 
from Sullivan, til.; that Kinman afterward paid affiant the charges he had ad- 
vanced thereon and took the circulars away ; and that Kinman subsequently 
informed affiant that he had distributed the circulars during the night previous 

nion. 

to Someeneentien of McBride’s statement C. H. Bashford, a clerk in the express 
office at Jacksonville, states under oath that McBride received two packages 
from Sullivan as stated; that the books of the Jacksonville office do not show 
the name of the shipper; that when McBride made the above disclosure affiant 
went to Sullivan, examined the books of the express office there, and made copies 
of the entries, which show that one package is recorded as having been shipped 
by “owner” and the other one by “Shinn;” that Sullivan is a small town of 
but 1,400 inhabitants; and that the only person there by the name of Shinn that 
aftiant could learn of was W. H. Shinn, who formerly resided at Jacksonville 
and is a cousin of Kinman. ’ ; 

It also appears from the affidavit of a city policeman that Kinman was upon 
the streets ata late hour the night before the reunion, and so far away from home 
that the officer was surprised at seeing him and remembered the circumstance. 

On the other hand Kinman positively denies under oath that he had anything 
whatever to do with composing, printing, or distributing the “ bogus pro- 


me,” or t he had any such conversations with McBride as the latter 
alleges, and says the cha is made maliciously by McBride because he was 
discharged from the post-office 


There were no witnesses of the alleged conversations between McBride and 
Kinman concerning the circular, and the latter’s denial raises the question of 
veracity between the two. McBride is forty years of age. His life has been 
spent in Jacksonville, His ae 4 and veracity are vouched for in the most 
unqualified terms by William Hamilton and Leopold Weil, in whose business 
houses he has been employed since boyhood. There has also been filed a state- 
ment signed by Lae Bey I citizens of Jacksonville belonging to both political 
parties, who certify that McBride is a man of unblemished character, that his in- 
tegrity and veracity have never been questioned,and that they “‘ have not the 
shadow of a doubt of the truthfulness” of his statements concerning the matter 
under consideration. The signers include bankers, merchants, city and county 
officials of the highest standing in the community. 

There have also been filed affidavits by B. F. Beesley, Wesley Platt, and Felix 
G. Farrell, stating that they have known McBride for years and have never 
heard his veracity questioned. A number of letters to the same effect from 
prominent citizens have also been submitted,as well as many more protesting 
against Kinman’s confirmation because of his connection with this ‘‘ bogus pro- 
gramme,” and in anumber of instances the writers withdraw requests they had 
made for Kinman’s confirmation before his connection with the circular was 
known. 

G. E. Doying, the publisher of the Democratic daily newspaper at Jackson- 
ville, writes that— 

“ Very few people here, if any, except Kinman's immediate personal friends 
and relatives, doubt the truthfulness of McBride's statement, while the great 
mase of the people, regardless of party, would regard the confirmation of Kin- 
man as an unspeakable out: No man who is capable of doing so dastardly 
a thing as the publication of that bogus programme, under all the circumstances 
surrounding it, is fit for any position under the Government.” 

It appears that when Kinman was installed as postmaster he appointed Mc- 
Bride as one of his clerks, but discharged him several months later in conse- 
quence of a difficulty that arose between them, McBride claiming that Kinman 
refused to pay him the full amount of salary agreed upon and having since 
sued him for the amount claimed to be due. Whatever aay Sees been Mc- 
Bride’s motives 'n making these charges, his veracity has not n impeached, 
although Kinman has been fully advised of his statements, and has been es- 
tablished in the most satisfactory manner. 

On the other hand, it should be remembered that the authorship of the “ bogus 
programme" was nota thing to be proud of, and the person or persons con- 
cerned might naturally be expected to deny any connection with a performance 
which, it acknowledged, would bring down upon him or them the contempt of 
the entire community. The fact that Kinman is deeply interested should also 
be taken into account in considering his denial. It also appears that Kinman 
isa bitter enemy of Colonel Kreider, against whom the attacks of the circular 
were principally directed, and was suspected of the authorship of the circular 
before McBride’s disclosures were made. The evidence also goes to show that 
MeBride’s statements concerning Kinman’s connection with the circular are 


commonly accepted as true by the ple of Jacksonville without regard to 
party, and the committee believe that Kinman was guilty of the offense as 


Hl 


‘her statements have been made in regard to Kinman’s conduct of his office 
which lead the committee to believe that he is not a fit person to hold the posi- 
tion of x t of his connection with the ** bogus programme.” 
have been filed by William J. Porawski, Henry McDonnell, F. J. Mc- 
Ghee, James A. Hall, and John C. McBride, all Democrats, showing that Kin- 

tan is an “ offensive partisan” within the meaning of the Vilas circular; that 
partisanship is offensive to members of his own political party; and that-in 
of his office he has openly disregarded the civil service principles 
of the present administration as publicly proclaimed by the Presi- 
ame atiante declare that Kinman — eee clerks maree saatented 
canvass an primaries nt nterest of Mr. SPRINGER anc 
Mr. Callon, his opponent for the nomination ; that they neglected their 
duties to electioneer for Mr. SPRINGER; and that Kinman and six of 
clerks were absent from their posts while the primaries and the 
cumequent county convention were in progress and actively participated in the 
Rey. 


James Leaton, pastor of the Brooklyn Methodist Episcopal Church, and 
one of the best men in Jacksonville, caine 60 say that oe ought not to be 
confirmed, because, in addition to the slanderous circular matter,“ he is inex- 
Lannly inefficient. Ihave had moretrouble with my mail matter since he has 

~ office than in twenty years before.” 

majority of the report the nomination back*with the recom- 
endation that it be not confirmed. 


if FE 


In the matter of the confirmation pa M. Kinman, as postmaster at Jackson- 
ville, 111. 
MEWS OF THE MINORITY OF THE COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 


The undersigned members of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
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of the United States Senate dissent from the report of the majority of the com- 
ee eens the rejection of E.M. Kinman as postmaster at Jackson- 
ville, D1. 

The papers filed in this case are quite voluminous, and reference to all the 
papers is unnecessary for a correct understanding of the facts. There are some 
affidavits filed alleging than Mr. Kinman and the clerks in his office partici- 
pated in the primary election for the selection of delegates to a county conven- 
tion to appoint delegates to a Democratic Congressional convention. 

The candidates for Congress before the primary conventions were the present 
Representative from that district, Mr. SprIncer, of Illinois. and Mr. William P. 
Callon. It is alleged that Mr. Kinman and his clerks assisted in the appoint- 
ment of delegates favorable to Mr. SPRINGER. The facts are that the primary 
conventions were held at 2 o’clock in the afternoon on Saturday and lasted but 
afew minutes, and no inconvenience resulted to the public business by reason 
of the fact that Mr. Kinman and some of the clerks appeared at their proper 
primaries and cast their votes. They were absent from the office but a few 
minutes; in fact, we believe that this charge is not insisted upon as constituting 
any grounds for Mr. Kinman’s rejection. Some other allegations are made 
with regard to the management of the office, b"t the general testimony is that 
the office is well managed and the business conducted in a prompt, satisfactory, 
and efficient manner. ; 

The only allegation in the case that was deemed worthy of consideration by 
the committee was to the effect that Mr. Kinman had caused to be published 
and distributed a certain bogus programme at a soldiers’ reunion in Jackson- 
ville, Ill.,on August 13,1885. One J. C. McBride, whom Mr. Kinman had ap- 
pointed a clerk in his office, was by him discharged on account of incompetency 
and insubordination. This clerk proceeded at once to make an affidavit, to be 
used to secure the rejection of Mr. Kinman as postmaster, in which affidavit it 
is alleged that in July, 1885, Mr. Kinman showed McBride a manuscript of a 
bogus programme and asked him to secure its publication, he, Kinman, alleging 
that Colonel Kreider, against whom the bogus programme was directed, had of- 
fended him and he proposed to get even with him. 

McBride says he refused to act in the matter. Kinman, hesays, took the man- 
uscript away, and in afew daysafterward told him that he, Kinman, was expect- 
ing some packages by express and that he might be out of town when they came; 
he had therefore ordered them to be sent to McBride, and that McBride should 
receipt for them and pay express charges. Accordingly, McBride says that 
about August 4 two packages containing the bogus circulars came to him from 
Sullivan, Moultrie County, Illinois, by express; that Kinman afterward obtained 
these programmes from McBride and paid chargeson them, and that Kinman 
afterward told him that the bogus programmes were scattered and distributed 
by him on the night of August 12, 1885. A copy of the bogus programme is 
attached to his affidavit. 

It seems to the undersigned quite harmless, and was simply prepared to show 
that one Col. E. C. Kreider assumed to be the principal manager of the reunion, 
and that all parts on the programme were performed by him. In order to sup- 
port the affidavit of McBride there is filed in the papers an affidavit signed by 
one C. H. Bashforth, who states that he is a clerk in the express office in the city 
of Jacksonville, Ill.,and was a clerk there last August, and remembers that two 
packages came to McBride shipped from Sullivan, ll!., on August land3. He 
says the books in the Jacksonville office do not show the names of the shippers, 
but that affiant went in person to Sullivan and examined the books there. He 
made an examination and attaches to his affidavit two copies of freight way-bills 
from Sullivan, Iil., to Jacksonville, Ill., one dated August land the other August 
3, 1885. 

These copies show that one package was from ‘‘owner”’ and the other from 
Shinn. Affiant says that the only person there that he could hear of by the 
name of Shinn was W. H. Shinn, a lawyer who formerly lived in Jacksonville, 
and who, affiant is informed, is a cousin of said Kinman. This ends Bashforth’s 
statement. These two affidavits constitute all the evidence in the case that Mr. 
Kinman caused to be published and distributed the bogus programme. 

In answer to these allegations Mr. Kinman files his own affidavit dated May 
7, 1886, in which he says that he did not compose, write, originate, or distribute 
the Kreider circular, that he never told McBride that he wrote said circular, 
distributed it or caused it to be distributed; that he never showed the manu- 
script of it to McBride or any one else ; that he never requested McBride to have 
said circular printed ; that he never had said circular printed or sent out toany 
one to have it printed for him ; that he was not accused of writing said circular 
or having it printed until the question of his confirmation as postmaster at Jack- 
sonville came up. 

Mr. Kinman further says that he discharged McBride from the post-office on 
account of incompetency and insubordination; that at the time of his discharge 
McBride threatened to get even with him, and told him that he had political 
enemies who could be worked on to defeat his confirmation. Kinman further 
says on oath that the statements of McBride are false and he believes them act- 
uated by malice. 

There is also filed in the papers the affidavit of Mr. Shinn, of Sullivan, I1., 
the party to whom Bashforth refers in his affidavit. Mr. Shinn says that he has 
resided in Sullivan for more than nine years; that he is not acquainted with 
either E.C. Kreider or J.C. McBride, of Jacksonville, lll.; that on or about the 
last of April or Ist of May, 1886, one C. H. Bashforth, who represented himself 
to be a clerk in the Pacific Express Company’s office at Jacksonville, Ill., came 
to affiant and inquired of him if he had on August 1 or 3. 1885, sent any pack- 
age or packages by express to one McBride, at Jacksonville, Ill. 

Affiant says he then informed Bashforth that he had no knowledge, directly 
or indirectly, of the writing, printing, or shipping of any programmes against 
E. C. Kreider or any other person, and that he did not ship or cause to be shipped 
to McBride any packages of any kind either on the Ist or 3d days of August, 
1885, or any other day, either before or since said dates, and that if the express 
office at Sullivan showed that anything had been shipped in affiant’s name to 
said McBride it was wrong andewithout affiant’s knowledge and consent. 

Affiant informed Bashforth that he knew nothing of any of the matters about 
which Bashforth told him, such as the bogus Colonel Kreider programme, the 
soldiers’ reunion, or the fight about the Jacksonville post-office, or anything 
about Kinman taking any part therein, and that affiant had not seen said Kin- 
man for more than three .years and had had no communication with him for 
several years, and that Kinman had not talked with affiant about any of said 
matters. Affiant says the above conversation occurred at the time said Bash- 
forth was in Sullivan making an examination of the express books, and, as he 
believes, before said Bashforth made his affidavit against Kinman. 

Mr. Shinn further states that he did not ship by express or any other way any 
package or packages to McBride, of Jacksonville, Ii!.,on August lor 3, 1585, or at 
any other time either before or after said dates; nor did he ship or cause to be 
shipped by express or in any other way any package or packages to any person 
in Jacksonville, Ill., during the year 1885, and that he did not at any time au- 
thorize or employ any person to ship anything whatever to McBride or other 
person at Jacksonville, [il., in his name, and that if any person did ship any 
package or packages in affiant’s name to said McBride at any time it was with- 
out the knowledge, consent, or procurement of affiant. This affidavit is sworn 
to before a notary public of Sullivan on the 23d day of June, 1886. 

Attached to this affidavit is a statement by Hon. Jonn R Epex,a member of 
Congress from the sey cuteenth Congressional district of Illinois, who resides at 
the town of Sullivan, Mr. Epes says that Mr. Shinn, whose name is signed to 
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the afMfidavit, has been prosecuting attorney of Moultrie County, and is the pres- 
ent mayor of the city of Sullivan, and that his statement is entitled to credit. 

There is one other affidavit upon this point, thatof James Harris, of the county 
of Morgan, in which Jacksonville is situated. Mr. Harris, the affiant, in a letter 
found in the papers addressed to Senator CULLOM, states that he is a Republican 
in polities and was a delegate to a Republican convention on one occasion 
where the Senator was nominated for govenor. 

In his affidavit he says that he was a juror in the case of John C. McBride 
against E. M. Kinman on the 19th of June, 1886, before a justice of the peace in 
the city of Jacksonville; that John C. McBride testified in that suit that he ren- 
dered certain services in the post-office and was entitled to pay for said serv- 
ices; and further says that McBride was contradicted in this statement by Henry 
Sutton and James Murphy, who were clerks in the post-office at said time, and 
that they,each testified that McBride did not render the service that he, Mc- 
Bride, stated under oath that he had rendered, Afliant states that McBride in 
said particular was impeached with reference to said transaction. The suit to 
which Harris refers was brought by McBride against Kinman to recover pay 
for his services as clerk in the post-office, Kinman insisting that the services 
were not performed for which McBride claimed pay. 

These affidavits constitute all the testimony in reference to the bogus pro- 
gramme or circular. Briefly, it appears that McBride, a discharged clerk, made 
his affidavit charging the publication and circulation of the programme upon 
Mr. Kinman; that he endeavored to support his affidavit by that of Mr. Bash- 
forth, the express agent, and that Mr. Bashforth proceeded to Sullivan, II1., to 
precans the facts in regard to the shipping of the bogus programme, and that 

1e alleged in his affidavit that the only person by the name of Shinn in the town 
was W.H.Shinn who, he understood, was a cousin to Mr. Kinman. This closes 
Mr. Bashforth’s statement. 

The Senate will judge of the disinterestedness of this witness from the fact 

that it appears that he went from Jacksonville, where his duties were, to Sulli- 
van, TIL, a distance of about 100 miles, for the purpose of procuring facts upon 
which he could make his affidavit, and that when he made his affidavit he 
wholly suppressed the fact that he had interviewed Mr. Shinn on the subject, 
and that Mr. Shinn had positively denied all knowledge of the matter about 
whieb his affidavit treats. This fact of itself ought to show the animus of this 
witness and wholly discredit his statement. But assuming that his statement 
is entitled to credit to the extent that it gives out the inference that the pack- 
ages were sent by Mr. Shinn, the case against Kinman is made by the affidavit 
filed against him to rest wholly upon the fact that these bogus programmes 
were shipped by Mr. Shinn to McBride. 
' This allegation or assumption, which is essential to McBride's case against 
Kinman, is completely exploded by the affidavit of Mr. Shinn. Mr. Shinn has 
been prosecuting attorney of the county in which he lives, and is now mayor of 
the city of Sullivan, and his credibility is vouched for by Congressman en, 
who resides in the same town. His statement is straightforward, explicit, and 
unequivocal, and is a complete and overwhelming refutation of the charge that 
Mr. Kinman through him directly, or indirectly, caused to be published and dis- 
tributed the bogus programme in question. 

The papers filed in the case show that there is some division of sentiment 
among the people of Jacksonville on the subject of the propriety of Mr. Kin- 
man’s confirmation. Those opposing Mr. Kinman’s confirmation seem to be 
actuated by the fact that they believed that he was the author and distributor 
of the Kreider bogus circular, drawing their conclusion from McBride's affida- 
vit, which was given publicity inthecity of Jacksonville. Butthe papersclearly 
show that Mr. Kinman is a gentleman of high character, of exemplary habits, 
and is discharging the duties of the office faithfully, efficiently, and to the satis- 
faction of the patronsthereof. His father was the colonel of an I)'inoisregiment, 
and was killed leading his regiment into battle at the battle of Chickamauga. 

Attention iscalled to the letter of Professor Henry W. Milligan, of Illinois Col- 
lege, a gentleman thoroughly posted as to public sentiment in Jacksonville, and 
whose character and integrity will be conceded byall. A number of prominent 
ltepublicans have filed letters with the committee showing that the office is ad- 
ministered in a satisfactory manner,and that the people generally desire Mr. 
Kinman’s confirmation. The opposition to him, it appears, comes from a fac- 
tion of the Democratic party who favored another candidate for as 
against the present Representative from that district. The undersigned are of 
the opinion that the evidence and papers on file conclusively demonstrate that 
the charges against Mr. Kinman have been successfully refuted, and that he is 
a competent and faithful official, and that there is no reason whatever why he 


chould aot be confirmed. 
S. B. MAXEY. 
E. SAULSBURY. 
A. H. COLQUITT. 
E. K. WILSON. 


August 2, 1886. 
Ordered, That injunction of secrecy be removed and report printed in Recorp’ 


[To accompany the nomination of John B. Ruger, to be postmaster at La Fa » 
Ind., vice John G. Sample, suspended. Section 1768 Revised Statutes. 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom the above nomina- 
tion was referred, having considered the same, respectfally report: 

The request of the committee to be furnished with the charges upon which 
Mr. Sample’s suspension was ordered was denied. The committee aresatisfied, 
however, that the charges were wholly of a political nature. Mr. Sample was 
an old resident of La Fayette who had been actively and largely in 
business in that city for many years and had the esteem ofevery one. He was 
a Republican, but in no sense a politician, taking very little part in party organ- 
ization orwork. His suspension was ordered simply to make a place fora Dem- 
ocrat. 

Hon. Tuomas B. Warp, Democratic member of Congress from that district, 
has addressed to Senator Harrison the following letter upon the subject, which 
completely vindicates Mr. £-uple from any ection upon his character as a 
man and an officer: 


Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATEs, 
iz , D. C., Fune 29, 1886. 
My Dear Senator: In response to your inquiry as to whether the charges 
against John G. Sample, esq., late postmaster at La Fayette, affect that gentie- 


man's character for integrity, or his -om as an , Lam able to say 
to you that they do not—at least I have no knowledge of any charges of that 
kind, and I think Iam familiar with the record in this case. Sample’s character 
and capacity could not,in my a. be truthfully assailed,and I would not 
knowingly have indorsed anything of the kind. 

Very truly, yours, 


THOS. B. WARD. 
Hon. Bexsamuin Harrison. 


The committee are advised that Mr. Sample does desire or expect 
ye of the office, and he could my es a the quonmeampente 
ow > exercise th 
be . hee © duties of the office to his sense of duty 
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The committee are advised that Mr. Ruger is a competent man to disc}a->. 
the duties of the office, no charges to the contrary having been made. and :).... 
fore recommend that the nomination be confirmed. — 

August 4, 1886. 

Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from the followi; 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was refe; 
nomination of Samuel Jacobs, to be postmaster at Hamburg, Iowa. v/- 
Coolbaugh, suspended, reports: 

That this is the second nomination sent to the Senate in this casc 
nomination was that of George Wise, who was rejected by the Senat 
instance the charges made against Mr. Coolbaugh were shown :‘o |, 
any foundation in fact, The rejection was made on that ground. 1), 
nomination involves no charges of any kind against Mr. Coolbaugi 

Mr. Jacobs is a man of good character and is competent to d 
duties of the office. The committee recommend that his non 
firmed, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 5, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 126 
directing payment of the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt 


VETO MESSAGE—ABRAHAM POINTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Tlouse of Representatives : 


Iherewith return without approval House bill No. 8556, entitled ‘‘An act gra: 
ing a pension to Abraham Points.” 

This soldier enlisted August 11, 1864,and was mustered out June 28, 1565 

He was treated during his short term of service for ‘ catarrhal,”’ : 
tion,” “diarrhea,” “jaundice,” and “ colic.” 

He filed an application for pension in 1878, alleging that some of his comrades 
in a joke twis' his arm in such a manner thatthe elbow joint became stitfened 
and anchylosed, and that his eyes became sore and have continued to grow 
worse ever since. Thereis no record of either of these disabilities 

The application was denied upon the ground, as stated in the report from th: 
Pension Bureau, that the claim ‘was specially examined, and it was show: 
conclusively from the evidence of neighbors and acquaintances of good repute 
and standing that the alleged disabilities existed at and prior to claimant's « 
listment.”” 

i om satisfied from an examination of te facts submitted to me tliat this de 
termination was correct. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. Buiuocr 


EXeEcuTIvVE MANsIon, August 4, 1886. 


The SPEAKER. What action does the House take? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to refer the bill and message to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to; and the message, with the accompanying 
bill, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

VETO MESSAGE—ANN KINNEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No. 5389, entitled “An act granting pen- 
sion to Ann Kinney.” ; 

This beneficiary applied for a pension in 1877 as the widew of Edward Kinney, 
alleging that he died September 5, 1875, from the effects of a wound received 10 
the Army. He enlisted November 4, 1861,and was discharged July 2°, 1%-.0" 
account of a gunshot wound in his left elbow, for which wound he was pensioned 
in the year 1865. : 

A physician testifies that the pensioned soldier’s death was, in bis opinion, 
—. eae. the intemperate use of intoxicating liquors, and (hat he 
died the brain 


The of the city where he resided states that on the day of the soldier's 
death he was called to remove him from a house in which he was making 4° 
turbance, and that fin him intoxitated he arrested him and took him to t 
lock-up, and placed him ina cell. In a short time, notexceeding an hour there 
after, he was found dead. He further states that he was addicted to periodical 

rees. 
whacther statement is made that the soldier was an intemperate 1") and = 
very suddenly in the city lock-up, where he had been taken by an officer W%™ 


pleasant recital,and as against the widow I should be glad to 
avoid its effect. But the most favorable of the case does not aid her, = 
her claim rests upon the allegation that her husband was subject ‘o Tren 
tic fits, and died from congestion of the brain while in one of these ‘i's. em 
upon this showing the connection between the fits and the wound in the © 


is not made apparent. GROVER CLEVEL AND. 
Executive Mansion, August 4, 1836. 
VETO MESSAGE—GEORGE W. CUTLER. : 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following messag¢ !"™ 





one 
and 


the 
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the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives : 


] herewith return without approval House bill No. 3551, entitled “An act grant- 
ng a pension to George W. Cutler, late a private in Company B, Ninth New 
Hinmpshire Volunteers.” ° 

This claimant enlisted July 12, 1862, and was discharged June 22, 1863, for dis- 
ability resulting ys *“scrofulous ulceration of the tibia and fibula of right leg : 
ce of sight of left eye.”’ 
oss of sit clalen = pension in 1865, alleging an injury while loading commis- 
cary stores, resulting in spitting of blood, injury to lungs, and heart disease. 

This claim was rejected August 31, 1865. oe ; 

In 1867 he again enlisted in the United States Infantry, and was discharged 
from that enlistment March 29, 1869, for disability, the certificate stating that * he 
a nfit for military service by reason of being subject to bleeding of the lungs. 
mo wae wounded while in the line of his duty in the United States Army, at 
Fredericksburg, Va., December 13,1862, Said wound is not the cause of his dis- 
ores. and in the year 1879, he filed affidavits claiming that he was 
wounded by a minie-ball at the battle of Fredericksburg, December 13, 1862, and 
was injured by falling down an embankment. te ; 

In 1883 he filed an affidavit in which he stated that the disability for which he 
claims a pension arose from injuries received in falling down a bank at Fred- 
ericksburg and being tramped on by troops, causing a complication of diseases, 
resulting in general debility. ; ; : 

The statement in the certificate of discharge from his second enlistment as to 
the wound he received by @ minie-ball at Fredericksburg was of course derived 
from his own statement, as it was related to a prior term of service. 

" The reeords of the Adjutant-General’s Office furnish no evidence of wounds 

or injury at Fredericksburg. . ; 

The injury alleged at first asa consequence of loading commissary stores seems 
to have been abandoned by the claimant for the adoption of a wound at Fred- 
ericksburg, which in its turn seems to have been abandoned and a fall downa 
bank and trampling upon by troops substituted. 

Whatever injuries he may have suffered during his first enlistment, and to 
whatever cause he chooses at last to attribute them, they did not prevent his re- 
enlistment and passing the physical examination necessary before acceptance. 

The surgeon of the Ninth New Hampshire Volunteers, in which he first en- 
listed, states that he remembers the claimant well; that he was mustered and 
accepted as a recruit in spite of his (the surgeon's) protest; that he was physic- 
ally unfit for duty; that he had the appearance of impaired health, and that his 
face and neck were marked by one or more deep scars, the result, as the claim- 
ant himself alleged, of scrofulous abscesses in early youth. He expresses the 
opinion that he is attempting to palm off these old scars as evidence of wounds 
received, and that if he had been wounded, as he claimed, he (the surgeon) 
would have known itand remembered it. 

It is true that whenever in this case a wound is described it is located in the 
jaw, while some of the medical testimony negatives the existence of any wound. 
The contrariety of the claimant’s statements, and the testimony and circum- 
stances tend so strongly to impeach his claim, that I do not think the decision 
of the Pension Bureau should be reversed and the claimant pensioned. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MANsion, August 4, 1886. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had approved bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 

r years, and for other purposes; 

An act (9478) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur- 
poses; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to authorize the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office to cause 7,500 copies of the map of the United States 
aad Territories to be printed ; 

An act (H. R. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey; 

An act (H. R. 4865) to extend the system for the immediate delivery 
of letters, and amendatory of sections 3, 4, and 5 of the act approved 
March 3, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 





1886, and for other pi 5”? 
An act (H. R. 8192) to remove the political disabilities of J. R. Eg- 
gleston, of Mississippi; 


An act (H. R. 8596) for the relief of Beaufort Lee and others; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 209) permitting the public building au- 
thorized by act of Congress approved June 30, 1886, at Savannah, Ga., 
to be located not less than 40 feet from any other building, instead of 
{0 feet as provided in such act; 

An act a R. 3318) for the relief of Enols Loyd; 

An act (H. R. 3908) for the relief of John Ellis; and 

An aet (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, re- 


aad for other purposes. 
The announcement was received with applause. 


VETO MESSAGE—SUSAN HAWES. 


a SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 

the President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives : 

Pings —- without my approval House bill No. 72, entitled “An act 

listed ee ary named in this bill is the mother of Jeremiah Hawes, who en- 

February, | 1861, in the United States artillery, and was discharged in 
capita filed a claim for pension in 1831, alleging that i» 1362, by 




































































; of a cannon, he sustained paralysis of his right arm 
docs 1 1888, his claim was still pending, he died. 
notappear to have made his home with his mother altogether, if at 
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and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, | 
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h and at the time of its occurrence 
ate, soldier's home in Ohio. 

But whatever may be said of the character of any injuries he may have re- 
ceived in the service, or of his relations to his mother, the his death, 


all. 


an in 


For some years prior to h 
mate, or had been an int 


he was 


3 deal 


ora 


cause of 





it seems to me, can not possibly any reasonable theory be attributable to 
any incident of his military servi 

It appears that in July, 1883, while the deceased was on his way from Buffalo, 
where he had been in a hospital, to the soldiers’ home in Ohio, he attempted 
to step on a slowly moving freight train, and making a misstep,a wv lof the 
car passed over his foot, injuring it so badly that was d ed n sary 


3 by 
two physicians who were called, to amput i 


ate the foot 


ministered preparatory to the operation, but before it wa ter: 
jured man died, having survived the accident but two hou 

The physicians who were pres ited that in t r Oj n 2 
to heart disease. 

The above account of the death of the soldier is derived from a r« t fun 
nished by the Pension Bureau, and differs somewhat from the s 
tained in the report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions as relat« 


the intention of the physicians to amputate the injured foot ans 
tration of an anesthetic. But the accident and 
after under the treatment of the physicians are co1 


+} 
tn 


adin 


i 
the death two } 
iceded facts. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MAwsion, August 4, 1886 
The bill and the accompanying message were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles: 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2060) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand. 

A bill (H. R. 5196) to detach certain counties from the United States 
judicial district of California, and create the United States judicial dis- 
trict of Southern California. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled an act (S. 1599) for the re- 
leif of the Phoenix National Bank, of the city of New York. 

VETO MESSAGE—A. C. RICHARDSON, 
“The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives 


I herewith return without approval House bill No. 1584, entitied *‘An act fo: 
the relief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson.” 
Albert H. Fillmore, the son of the beneficiary mentioned inthis bill, ¢ sted 


in August, 1862, and died in the service, of small-pox, May 20, 1865 

His father having died some time prior to the soldier’s enlistment, his mother 
in 1858 married Lorenzo D. Richardson. It is stated in the report upon this ca 
from the Pension Bureau that the deceased did not live with his mother after 
her marriage to Richardson, and that there is no competent evidence that he 
contributed to her support after that event. 

At the time of the soldier’s death his stepfather was a blacksmith, earning 
at about that time, as it is represented, not less than $70 a month, and ownii 
considerable property, a part of which still remains to him. 

Whilein ordinary cases of this kind Iam by no means inclined to distinguish 
very closely between dependence at the date of the soldier's death and the date 
of proposed aid to a needy mother, I think the circumstances here presented 
especially the fact of non-residence by the son with his mother since her second 
marriage, do not call for a departure fgom the law governing claims based upon 
dependence. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 4, 1835, 

The bill and the accompanying message were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY PLUNKETT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 757) grantiug a 
pension to Helen Plunkett; which was referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

LEAVE ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GLASS, indefinitely, on account of indisposition. 

To Mr. Rice, for the remainder of the session, on account 
tant business. 

To Mr. LINDSLEY, for the remainder of the session, on a 
business. 


OF 


of impor- 
ccount of 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print re- 
marks in the RECORD on the appropriations made for the naval service 
and on the increase of the Navy. 

The following request was read from the Clerk’s desk: 

Leave is asked for all gentiemen who desire te do soto print in the 
remarks on the pending tariff bills 

The SPEAKER. 
will be so ordered. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. [I call for the reguiar order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a correction. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, what was the last request in regard 
to leave to print ? 

The SPEAKER. Leave was asked and given for gentlemen who de- 
sire to print in the RecorpD remarks on the pending tariff bills. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it too late to object? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rose as soon as I understood what 


RECORD 


Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
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Nee ee ire meme ee 


the request was for the purpose of objecting. I did not understand that 
that wasthe subject. lobject, because this will bean immensely costly 
proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked very distinctly if there was ob- 
jection; no objection was made; the Chair announced that none was 
made, and the order was made accordingly. The Chair did not see the 
gentleman from Tennessee rise. 

Mr. MORRISON. Is it too late to make the objection? 

The SPEAKER. TheChairthinks it is. The request was read, and 
the Chair asked for objections and waited the usual time, but no ob- 
jection was made; whereupon the Chair declared the order made. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Is it in order to move to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Then I move to reconsider. 

Mr. GLOVER. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that to the knowledge 
of some of the clerks I objected before the Chair announced the result. 

TheSPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman himself state that he objected ? 

Mr.GLOVER. Idostate that I objected before the Chair announced 
that the order was made. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
states that he objects to general leave to print because of the cost. I 
ask leave to print some remarks touching the bill which I have intro- 
duced on the subject of tariff duties. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not object, Mr. Speaker, to any gentleman 
getting leave to print who will ask it individually and take the respon- 
sibility; but I do object to giving promiscuous leave. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was my intention to speak on the subject of 
the tariff, but I have not had an opportunity to do so, and I desire now 
to print some remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] for leave to print remarks on the 
tariff bill introduced by him? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the House having refused to con- 
sider the question of the tariff, I do not think that the privilege should 
be given at this last hour of the session to print speeches on the sub- 
ject. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled the joint resolution (H. 


Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus in the Treasury on the pub- 
lic debt. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. McCOMAS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print re- 
marks on the general deficiency bill. 


INTEREST OF THE UNITED STATES IN POTOMAC FLATS. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged re- 

ort. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill of the Senate No. 335, entitled “An act 
to provide for protecting the interests of the United Statesin the Potomac River 
flats, in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and free conference 


have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 1, 2, and 3, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its amendment numbered 4. 
JAMES E. CAMPBELL, 
JOHN J. HEMPHILL, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOHN J. INGALLS, 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
GEORGE G. VEST, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman would ex- 
plain this report. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This is the bill for the purpose of having settled 
the title to the lands known as the Pctomac flats. The House put cer- 
tain amendments upon the Senate bill which in effect required that 
when the judgment of the court was rendered a report should be made 
to Congress before any money should be paid. The Senate has a 
to three of the House amendments, and the House has receded from 
one amendment; which conforms the bill to the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In brief, what is the effect of the bill as agreed 
upon? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The effect is that when the Attorney-General 
has instituted suit to determine the title to the land and the issue has 
been settled the result of the suit shall be reported to the House, with 
the amount of the judgment, if any, leaving it entirely in the power of 
the House to make an appropriattion for it or not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But there is no admission or implication in 
the bill that there is an outstanding title in private parties ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. None whatever. The bill simply provides that 


the Attorney-General shall be authorized to institute a suit and deter 
mine whether the land belongs to the United States or not. ro 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which t} 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider }y. 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAWS RELATING TO LOANS, CURRENCY, ETC. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, reported bac] 
favorably the following concurrent resolution of the Senate: y 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
pilation of the laws of the United States relating to loans and the 
age, and banking (includingany subsequent legislation which may be e; acted 
those subjects at the present session of Congress), now being prepared a ™ 
Treasury Department, be printed, and that 6,000 additional copies be pri: . ue 
of which 2,000 copies shall be for the Senate and 4,000 copies for the it . st 
Representatives. ao 

The report accompanying the resolution was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accom 
current resolution, providing for the printing of a compilation 
the United States siden to loans and the currency, coinage, an: 
including any su uent legislation which may be enacted on those subjects t 
the present session of Congress, which compilation is now being prepared at the 
Treasury Department, having duly considered the same, respectfully report a 
said resolution back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass 

The committee ask that House resolution 207, on the same subject, be laid o) 
the table. . 

The estimated cost of printing and binding the compilation is $1.59), 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection House resolution No, 27 
will be laid on the table, as recommended in the report just read. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the Senate concurrent resolution which has been read. 

The previous quéstion was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OPINIONS OF ATTORNEYS-GENERAL. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, also reported 
back favorably the following concurrent resolution of the Senate: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 additional copies of the Digest of the Official Opinions of the At- 
torneys-General of the United States from 1789 to 1881; of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4.000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives; to which shall be added a digest of such official opinions from 
1881 to the date of publication. 

The report accompanying the resolution was read, as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution, dated July 26, 1886, ‘that there be printed 6,0 
additional copies of the Digest of the Official Opinions of the Attorney+Ceneral 
of the United States from 1789 to 1881, of which 2,000 copies shal! be for the use of 
the Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. to which 
shall be added a digest of such official opinions from 1881 to date of publication 
having been referred to the Committee on Printing, has been duly considered 
and I am instructed to recommend the passage of said resolution. 

The cost of printing 6,000 copies of such digest it is estimated will be $2,351.50, 
and of those added between $200 and $300. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON ART AND INDUSTRY. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, also reported 
back favorably the following concurrent resolution of the Senate: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed and bound 5,000 additional copies of the report of the Bureau of E tuca- 
tion on art and industry ; of which 1,000 copies shail be for the use of the Senate, 
2,000 copies for the use of the House, and 2,000 copies for the Bureau of Educ 
tion. 

The report accompanying the resolution was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompany!ng Senate 
concurrent resolution, providing for the printing of 5,000 additional — = 
the report of the Bureau of Education on art and industry, having consic res 
the same, report the resolution back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. +o) the ie 

This report is made in res toa resolution of the Senate for “al! the i 
formation” in possession of the Bureau of Education “relative to the ss 
ment of instruction in drawing as es to the industrial or fine arts, i. 
special reference to the utility of such instruction in promoting the arts ane™ 
dustries of the people.” 

The estimated cost of printing is $3,830. 

The resolution was adopted. Paes 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the ed 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ELECTRICAL CONFERENCE REPORT. 
Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, also repor'e! 
back favorably the following concurrent resolution of the Senate 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). That nee 
printed and bound in cloth 2,500 additional copies of the report of the elec 


© report 


be lai ] on 


That the com. 
currenc ¥, coin- 


panying con- 
of the laws of 
i banking and 
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_———— 


nference at Philadelphia in 1884, being Senate Executive Document No. 45, 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session, for the use of the Department of State. 


The report accompanying the resolution was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred Senate concurrent resolu- 





tion, “that there be printed and bound in cloth 2,500 additional copies of the 
‘et of the electrical conference at Philadelphia in 1884, being Senate Execu- 
ve Document No. 45, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, for the use of the De- 
tment of State,” having considered the same, have instructed me to make a 
favorable report thereon, and to recommend the adoption of the resolution. 
The estimated cost will be $535. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I call for the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution. ; J 

The previous question was seconded; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. ‘ ; 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


on the table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON TARIFF. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, also reported 
back favorably the following resolution: 

Resolved, That 3,800 copies of report No. 32090n House bill No. 9702 be printed 
for the use of the House. 

The report accompanying the resolution was read, as follows: 

The committee recommend the adoption of the resolution, and estimate the 
cost of printing at $15. 

Mr. RANDALL. This resolution relates to a report from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means on the subject of the tariff; but I do not 
bject to it. 

: Mr. FARQUHAR. I call the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
Jution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I withdraw my objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to print remarks in the 
kecorp. At the time I made that objection, having indicated a pur- 
pose to make objection to the general leave to print, which might re- 
sult in another volume of the RECORD, and probably not in much good 
to the country, I thougint, to be consistent, it was proper that I should 
object to any individual request. I have no disposition to oppose the 
request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and upon reflection, and 
also at the request of the chairman of the committee of which I am a 
member, I feel it proper for me to withdraw my objection, and I doso, 
and with much pleasure allow him to print. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? ‘The Chair hears none; and the leave 
asked is granted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. The demand for the regular order has not been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I understand that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH] withdraws his demand for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] 
has demanded it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I will ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. STRAIT. lar order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded again by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. Strait]. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire unanimous consent to make a statement 
with reference to a Senate bill forfeiting certain lands in Iowa granted 
to aid certain railroad companies. I ask that I may be permitted to 
«cupy not exceeding ten minutes. 

= WEAVER. of Iowa. Say five minutes. 
be LE RUBLE. Well, five minutes will suffice; and I desire to fol- 

is statement with a request for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STRAIT, Regular order. 

a SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon. If there be 
ry nt privileged reports, the regular order is the call of commit- 
for reports, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
an TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
— committees to-day. 
oo GLOVER and Mr. WILKINS objected. 
HATCH. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 


LABOR INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. MORRISON. I desire to submit a privileged report from the 
: on Ways and Means. I am directed to report the resolu- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the select committee, appointed A pril 12, 1896, to investigate the 
labor troubles in Lilinois, Missouri, Arkansas, Texas, and Kansas have leave to 
sit during the recess of Congress, to employ and pay a clerk while in session, 
and to investigate such labor troubles as may exist, with all the powers granted 
by the resolution authorizing its appointment; and shall report the result of its 


investigation to the next session of the House. And that the necessary expenses 
of such investigation, not to exceed the sum of $1,000, shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. On that I ask the previous question. 

Mr. CURTIN. Let me have a moment. 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIN. It was impossible for the committee authorized to 
make this investigation to submit a satisfactory report to the House 
at this session, owing to the illness of one of its principal witnesses and 
the absence of others whose testimony it was important to have. I will 
not detain the House at this late stage of the session, but I ask permis- 
sion to have printed in the RecorRD some remarks on this matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask first: Will the House be permitted to 
see the evidence which has been taken in print? 

Mr. CURTIN. I will be very happy to give the gentleman a copy. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it in print? 

Mr. CURTIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like the House and the country to see it. 
Here is a committee, appointed months ago, which has gone out and 
taken a mass of evidence, as authorized by the original resolution, and 
which was required to report before the adjournment of this Congress. 
Now, I have never seen any testimony taken by the committee. It is 
acommittee investigating an exceedingly important matter, and yet 
the House and the country, so far as I know, have had no opportunity 
of seeing that testimony. If the gentleman gets the privilege of print- 
ing a speech it is substantially ex parte, unless the evidence is furnished, 
so that the House and the country may judge for themselves. 

Mr. CURTIN. It will not be an ex parte speech at all, but simply 
to explain why we were not able to report, from the fact that we could 
not get the testimony. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, you were able to report the testimony so far 
as it has been taken? 

Mr. CURTIN. Yes; and it has been printed. 


You can get a copy 
of it at any time. 


Mr. CANNON. Where? 

Mr. CURTIN. Down in the document-room. 

Mr. CANNON. Are there copies for general distribution? 

Mr. CURTIN. Well, we are only permitted to print a certain num- 
ber. 

Mr. CANNON. How many copies? 

Mr. CURTIN. One for each member of the House, I think. 

Mr. CANNON. That number only? 

Mr. CURTIN. That is all we had the privilege of printing. 

Mr. CANNON. Why notask now to have the usual number of copies 
printed? 

Mr. CURTIN. Well, you may ask that yourself; I have no objec- 
tion. 


Mr. CANNON. Iam not one of the committee, and only wanted to 
make a suggestion to the gentleman in that respect. I think we ought 
to have this testimony, though. 

Mr. CURTIN. Ido not want to detain the House, but if it is their 
wish that I shall explain I will do so with pleasure, though I prefer not 
to occupy any time now. 

Mr. CANNON. Make a short explanation. 

Mr. CURTIN. Very well; I will explain briefly. 

Mr. Speaker, the committee proceeded immediately after their ap- 
pointment to Saint Louis and commenced examining witnesses. Then 
the committee separated. Mr. CRAIN, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE, and Mr. PARKER went downinto Texas. They traveled quite 
2,000 miles, and took the testimony of three hundred and twenty-eight 
witnesses. Mr. BURNES, GovernorSTEWART, and the chairman went up 
into Missouri and Kansas, and after returning resumed the testimony in 
Saint Louis. I donot think, sir, thatany committee ever appointed by 
this House did more work or worked more expeditiously orapplied them- 
selves with more diligence to the discharge of the duties imposed upon 
them thanthis committee. It wasnecessary, in order to makean intelli- 
gent report, that we should take the testimony of Mr. Hoxie. Mr. Hoxie 
appeared before the committee, but on discovering his physical condition 
they unanimously dismissed him. They proposed subsequently to go to 
him at Long Branch and examine him there, but his physicians gave testi- 
mony that it was impossible. He was then removed to. New York and 
back to Saint Louis, and I have in my pocket the testimony of his physi- 
cians that he is not inacondition tobeexamined. There are other wit- 
esses who ought to be examined before the report is made, because to 
furnish the report upon the testimony now before the committee would bo 

necessarily to make an imperfect report and that could not satisfy the 
House or be acceptable to the country. The testimony taken up to this 
time has been printed, that is to say, alimited number of copies. I 
believe we can furnish each member of the House with acopy. But 
before the House could act upon the suggestions of the committee, or 
the propositions they desire to make, it will be necessary to have that 
testimony in full before it, and the resolution now offered by the Com- 
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mittee on Rules to extend the work of that committee over the sum- 
mer will enable us to get that testimony, and at the beginning of the 
next session to make a report in which I am sure the committee will 
be unanimous in their suggestions to the House. Thatisall. Iwould 
be very glad if the testimony should be printed. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not ask unanimousconsent to have it printed? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is there any provision now by which each 
member of the House shall receive a copy? 

Mr. CURTIN. We shall send each member of the House a copy. 
But I do not think the testimony just now is in condition to go to the 
public. Ithink my colleagues will agree to that. My colleague from 
Missouri [Mr. BurNxEs] will agree it is not in condition to go to the 
public. 

Mr. BURNES. That is right. 

Mr. CURTIN. It is proper, Mr. Speaker, that I should say a few 
words in explanation why the report was not made, and as the session 
is near itsclose I ask to extend my remarksand position in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CURTIN. I am satisfied there was no disposition on the part of 
Mr. Hoxie not to be examined by the committee, but his failure to do 
so was in consequence of his ill health. I have letters in my posses- 
sion from his physician that an attempt to come to Washington might 
imperil his life. Under these circumstances it would be eminently 
proper that the committee should be continued until the meeting of the 
next session of Congress, and should not only be authorized to recall 
witnesses heretofore examined, but additional witnesses should be 
called with a view to an elucidation of the trath of the character of the 
labor troubles, so as to enable the committee to report the real ques- 
tions involved in the disturbances now existing in the country between 
labor and capital. 

I had the honor to introduce the original resolution to raise the com- 
mittee. It was notinspired by the condition of the Southwest, but came 
from the labor element of Pennsylvania, complaining of oppression un- 
der which they suffer, and was introduced at the solicitation of those 
who seemed, and I have no doubt did, represent that element. It was 
the pleasure of the Committee on Rules, to which it was referred, to re- 
turn that resolution to the House, limiting the action of the committee 
to five States and to an inquiry into the cause of the disturbance of the 
commerce and trade of the country in the States named .by reason of 
the strike. There are many petitions from the labor elements of Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland, and other States now in the room of the Commit- 
tee on Labor, to which committee such petitions were properly referred, 
asking that this Government inquire into the grievances which they 
think should be redressed. The petitions of these citizens, Mr. Speaker, 
should not lie unheeded on your table. 

If the allegations be true that syndicates have been formed, large 
properties in the coal regions purchased, so that the individual enter- 
prises of those who with a limited capital engaged in profitable mining 
have had to be abandoned; if the allegation be true that the wages of 
labor are inadequate to living and that the railroad companies are con- 
nected with them and the oppressed laborers have to purchase from the 
stores and warehouses of the companies all their supplies needed for 
the support of themselves and families—if this be true, it is a subject 
to engage the serious consideration of this Government. If it is not 
true, it is eminently proper that the publicshould know it and the un- 
rest which is now so prevalent throughout this country should be set- 
tled. It would be very improper to do injustice to the carrying com- 
panies of the country. It is very improper that allegations should be 
seriously made of that kind and remain uncontradicted if not true; and 
if true, it is an oppression to the laboring men of this country which 
this Government should redress. 

An clement of this oppression, Mr. Speaker, is the importation of 
cheap labor from abroad known as contract labor, the bringing of Bul- 
garians, Hungarians, and Italians to this country, who might be de- 
nominated peons, serfs, yes, almost slaves, always controlled by a mid- 
dleman and let out by contract, who live in a manner that never ought 
to have occurred in this country or that a man who labors ought to 
live. Their habitsare unlikeour people, and they area people who never 
will be identified with our civilizationor know our form of government. 

This is asubject that should engage the attention of this Government. 
It is well known, Mr. Speaker, that more than one country in Europe 
send their abandoned paupers and criminals to this country. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, we open the doors of our free and great Government to all 
who come in peaceful. approach, who identify themselves with our 
people, who adopt their manners and customs, who swear allegiance 
to our Government, and become part and parcel of the body-politic. 
But the men to whom I refer come here under contract, and labor for 
wages on which the American laborer can not maintain himself and 
family in the manner and under the circumstances he has heretofore en- 
joyed. I would add that that committee could investigate this j 
and turn their attention to that to which I have just referred, and they 
could at least report the facts to Congress; and if there are means within 
the power of this Government to redress these grievances it owes it to 
the laboring man of this country to do so. man brought to this 
country of the character I have just named an American la- 


borer, and the difference of the wages paid goes to the profit of those 
who bring them here under contract. 
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The men who laborin this country have been more happy, , 
and prosperous than the laborers of other lands. They have me 
a larger compensation, enabling them to live in greater com, 
those engaged in similar pursuits elsewhere. They possess « | 
telligence and are better fitted for the discharge of the respoy, 
ties of citizenship of a great republic than any similar pop: 
ever existed in any country in anyage. We have no classes} 
the great prizes of life are open to them as to other citize; 
among their number have come leaders of thought and actioy 
past few years, however, they have not been happy, con 
prosperous as in the past. Thousands of willing hands hay; 
distress and suffering have been widespread. What is th, 
it not the part of statesmanship, the duty of the representatjyes 
people to strive to discover the cause of this unfortunate state , 
and when discovered see if it can not be removed ? 
tion. Shalltheirprayerbeunheeded? Theyareth ida 
this Government rests, the creators of wealth, and with th, 
is linked the welfare of all the citizens of this count: 

Mr. Speaker, there never has been presented a movement of the 
nitude of this for the reconciling of laborand capital. They s)y 
in perfect harmony throughout the land, so that no man. 
the diversified interests of the labor of this country with an app; 
sion as to the future. In the presence of calamities that m Ly 0 
is highly proper that this Government should inquire into this ¢ 
tion, and, if possible, to relieve their condition and reconcile the dij»: 
ences that now exist between capital and labor that ought not to exix 
It was my expectation, sir, that this committee might report such fac 
and come to such conclusions as would induce this Government a; 
government of States to expend their power and relieve the oppressions 
that may exist and reconcile any public differences that ought not ty 
occur, and this resolution extends that power and adds new responsi. 
bility to the committee. Now, Mr. Speaker, there ought to be no dif. 
ferences between labor and capital in this country, and under this ip- 
pression we propose to ask that this House should enlarge the yo 
of this committee. 

Not, sir, that I seek to be engaged in such employment during t! 
recess of Congress when we ought all to be at leisure, but asa duty 
that I should faithfullyfulfill. Ispeak only for myself. [am 
to do what may be possible to give back to this House {act 
clusions on this question, and it is for myself, sir, that 
resolution. If the resolution prevails, as a member of that committee 
I will endeavor to perform the duties of it. If it fails, I at leas 
been faithful to those who prompted me to offer the resolution which 
gave the committee existence. ‘That will be a personal reflection that 
will be gratifying to me, that I have at least attempted to do my duty. 
I ain justified, Mr. Speaker, insaying that no committee of this Hou 
has discharged its duties with more diligence and with: stricter econ- 
omy. When the full duties proposed by this committee are fullfilled 
my impression is that the House will be enlightened by the eviden 
taken, and that conclusions will be reached that wil! quiet the unrest 
which has so disturbed the business of the country and too oft 
peace of communities. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by whic! la- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be lad 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Crary) 
gave the House to understand a moment ago that a copy 0! thee 
dence so far as taken could be furnished to each member. [ think e 
should make his word good by asking the House to order the printing 
of additional copies. ml 

Mr. CURTIN. I thought there were enough printed, but | om 
there are not enough. Now, I ask permission to have the testimon) 
printed so far as taken, so that every member of the House Sia: 
furnished with a copy as far as it goes. 

The SPEAKER. The committee has leave to print for its own “* 
How many copies have been printed? 

Mr. CURTIN. One hundred. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous conse”! 
be given to print—how many? Five hundred? 

Mr. MORRISON. The usual number. 

The SPEAKER. The usual number is 1,900. ze : 
unanimous consent that an order be given to print 500 adc:nons! *" 
of the evidence taken before the committee for the use of mem’ ” 
the House. Will that include the evidence to be taken hereal 

Mr. CURTIN. No, sir. es 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order wi! ™" 

There was no objection. 
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the Ninth, Tenth, Eleventh, Twelfth, Thirteenth, Fourteenth, Fifteenth, and 
gixteenth Congresses has been completed, and is submitted herewith, to be 
printed with this report, in order that it may be subjected to the revision neces- 
sary before final publication. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 8278) for 
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| resolutions read as part of my 


the relief of Seth M. Barton (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof). 


The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the res- 
olution of the House of Representatives fixing a date for the final ad- 
journment with an amendment, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested; so that the resolution would read, as amended: 


dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare their | 


respective Houses adjourned sine die at 4 o’clock p. m. August 5, 1886, 


The message further announced that the Senate had adopted a reso- 
jution, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, that a com- 
mittee of two Senators be appointed by the Chair to join a similar com- 
mittee appointed by the House of Representatives to wait upon the 
President of the United States and inform him that the two Houses, 
having completed the business of the present session, were ready to ad- 
journ, unless the President has some further communication to make 
to them; and that Mr. EpMunDs and Mr. HArrRiIs had been appointed 
as the committee on the part of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection the concurrent resolution 
just received from the Senate appointing a committee to wait upon the 
President and inform him that the two Houses are ready to adjourn 
will be concurred in. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as the committee on the 
part of the House the gentleman from Llinois, Mr. Mornrison—— 

Mr. CANNON, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to inquire whether this committee, if ap- 
pointed, will wait on the President at once or will delay doing so until 
the amendment as to the hour of adjournment is acted on. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair supposes the committee will not go till 
the amendment is acted upon. The Chair appoints as the committee 
on the part of the House the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. MoRRISoN, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, and the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. Hiscock. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. BAKER. I ask consent to make a personal explanation. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. BAKER] asks | 


unanimous consent to be permitted to make a personal explanation. 
Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 


Mr. BAKER. As-will be remembered, on Monday last the gentle- | from New York [Mr. BAKER] has a right to have this matter printed 


man from New York introduced a series of preambles and resolutions 
that were read from the Clerk’s desk. In the characterization of those 
resolutions the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] said 
that in his judgment they were indecent and disrespectful. My friend 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] also characterized them in language which 
it occurred to me the facts hardly warranted. It seems to me it is due 
not only to the House but to me that the resolutions themselves should 
be embodied in the RecorD, in order that it may appear whether they 
justified the language that was used. I want to say, in explanation, it 
was very far from my purpose to propose anything to the House that 
should be disrespectful or lacking in decency, and I think that all the 
gentlemen of the House will bear me out in making that claim. I 
therefore ask that under the circumstances unanimous consent be given 
to embody the resolutions in the RECORD. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest to the gentleman from New York that he 
can have them read at the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state the gentleman’s request. The 
gentleman from New York asks unanimous consent to print in the 
RECORD the preamble and resolution offered by him on Monday. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I object. 

Mr. BAKER. As a matter of personal privilege I desire to state 
forther-— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent, objection having been 
made to printing the resolution, that all reference to it be eliminated 
from the RECORD. 


: Mr. BAKER. ‘I think itdue to myself under the circumstances that 

[should rise to a question of privilege inasmuch as unanimous consent 

: to me to haye the preamble and resolution printed in the 
D. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the request made by the gen- 
thet from Illinois [Mr. SprincER]. He asks unanimous consent 
the introduction of the resolution and all reference made to it and 
ain of the House in regard to it be stricken from the REc- 


Mr. BAKER, ‘Ihave not yielded the floor. I desire to have these 


| 
| 
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remarks so that they may appear in the 
RECORD. 
lhe SPEAKER. The 


1 the resolutions as 
part of his remarks. 


itleman proposes to re 


Mr. BAKER. I will not « ime the time in having them read if 
they can go in the Recorp without being read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish the Chair would state to the House the ex- 
act proposition made by the gentleman from New York [M1 \KER]. 

The SPEAKER. The \ n M 


»AKER | rose 
isent to make a personal explanation. which 
‘ 


Now, being on the floor, the g man } oses to read 


and asked unanimous co1 
was granted. 


; . | as a part of his remarks a resolution which he offered t M 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- | . I ‘ ee . - _ 


1 
On ia wonday. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to know whether it is in order, by 
of personal explanation, to have that resolution read and pri 
the REcorp ? 


[ rise to a question of order. 


nted in 


y 


The SPEAKER. It will go in as a part of the gentleman’s remarks, 
as a matter of course. It may be that the gentleman requires to base 
his remarks upon the resolution for anything the Chair knows to the 
contrary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that, the House having pre- 
viously refused to receive this resolution or allow it to be printed in 
the RECORD, it isnot in order now, under the form of a personal ex 
planation, to insert matter which the House has already excluded fro 


the RECORD. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] wi 


TheSPEAKER. vill 
remember that during the Forty-eighth Congress this precise question 
arose in the case of a matter presented by Mr. White, of Kentucky 
The paper was not printed in the Recorp, and afterward the gent): 
man from Kentucky rose to a personal explanation, and claimed th: 
right to read as a part of his remarks the matter which the House had 
refused to allow to go into the REecorD, and after considerable discus 
sion the Chair decided that the gentleman had the right to read it asa 
part of his remarks. Of course if the matter itself is personal, is offen- 
sive, is a violation of the privileges of the House, a point of order can 
be made against it as the reading proceeds, just as the point of order 
can be made against remarks of the same character while they are } 
made. 


einyg 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks 
informed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 213) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay certain expenses incurred by special agents and experts otf 
the Bureau of Labor during the month of July, 1886. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair having decided that the gentieman 
in the RECORD 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so decide. The Chair decided 
that he had a right to read the paper as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, as the paper is to go into the RecorD any- 
way, I now ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be allowed to 
have it printed. We expect to adjourn at 4 o’clock to-day, and there 
is no use in taking up half an hour of our remaining time in listening to 
the reading of this paper. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I think that I can now make a sug- 
gestion that will lead to a conclusion satisfactory all round. If the 
reason of the gentleman from New York [| Mr. BAKER] for now pr 
ing to read this paper is, as I understand him to say, that he appears 
at a disadvantage in the ReEcorD, and that he desires either that the 
original resolution offered by him shall goin or else that the criticism 
made upon it when it was offered shall go out, I have no hesitation in 
consenting, so far as the remarks which I made are concerned, that they 
shall be stricken from the REGORD. 
of good feeling. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I assume that my colleague [ Mr. 
BAKER] has his own reasons for what he proposes to do, and does not 
care to take the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania { Mr. 
RANDALL] as to why he makes this personal explanation or 
have this resolution read as a part of his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Illinois { Mr. 
SPRINGER] that all remarks and proceedings in relation to the resolu- 
tion should be stricken from the Recorp was objected to, as the Chair 
understood. 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew that request. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The request is objected to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, then I make the point of order that 
this is the same paper which the House has already voted to exclude 
from the Recorp and ordered to be returned to the gentleman who 
offered it. 


The SPEAKER. 
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I make this suggestion ina spirit 
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It is undoubtedly; bat the gentleman is now mak- 
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ing a personal explanation, and claims the right to read this paper asa 
part of his remarks. 

Mr. HISCOCK. DoI understand that the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] for unanimous consent that this resolu- 
tion be printed in the REecorD is objected to? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] to object. 

Mr. HISCOCK, No; he is willing that it shall be printed without 
being read. 

Mr. GLOVER. ‘There are several objections, Mr. Speaker. I ob- 


ject. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] will proceed. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER. Who has the floor? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My inquiry is this: The House gave unani- 
mous consent to the gentleman from New York to make a personal ex- 
p!anation, not understanding what he was going to offer. I now move 
«~o reconsider that unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York has the floor. 
If the gentleman from New York will yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, he can make his motion. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, my purpose in reading the preamble and 
resolution is to demonstrate to my friends in this House and to the 
whole House that there is not one word or sentence in them that is dis- 
respectful or indecent, and after the preamble and resolution shall have 
been read as part of my remarks I will submit it to the House and to 
the country to say whether or no they contain anything deserving the 
criticism inflicted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], and by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. I now ask that the preamble and reso- 
lution be read as a part of my remarks unless the House consents that 
they may be considered as read. 

The Clerk began the reading, as follows: 


Whereas Congress has been in session—— 


Mr.SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman has secured 
the right to have this paper read, I again ask unanimous consent that 
it be printed in the Recorp, and that the gentleman may go on and 
make his statement in regard to it. 

Mr. GLOVER. I object. 

Tue Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. LAND (interrupting the reading). I make the point of order 
that this paper is not in order to be read to the House, inasmuch as the 
House itself has declared by a vote that it is disrespectful to the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir, it has not declared anything of the kind. 

Mr. BLAND. It has been declared by a vote of the House to be dis- 
respectful to the House, and it was directed to be returned to its au- 
thor. 

The SPEAKER. There was no direct vote of the House declaring 
that this resolution or preamble was disrespectful to the House; but 
there was a vote directing the paper to be returned to the gentleman 
who offered it. What muy have been the motives which impelled gen- 
tlemen on the floor to vote to return it, the Chair, of course, can not state. 
There was no resolution declaring the paper to be disrespectful. More- 
over, whenever a point of order is made that a matter is in violation of 
the honor, or dignity, or privileges of the House, it is not a question 
for the Chair, but for the House itself, to determine. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the reading of the motion upon which the 
paper was returned to the gentleman. I understood the motion was 
prefaced with the statement I have mentioned. 

The SPEAKER. It was a simple motion that the resolution be re- 
turned to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Upon this point of order I desire 
to say a word. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire to ask the action of the 
House. I want to call attention to the fact that this paper undertakes 
to arraign the majority of this House and the action of the House upon 
almost every question which it has decided; and it arraigns the House 
by statements which are, beyond question, false upon their face. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that the House itself, if a 
motion is made with regard to the matter, must determine whether-or 
not the paper is in violation of the honor or dignity or privileges of the 
House—— 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I make that motion. 

TheSPEAKER. But the Chair decides that before that motion can 
be entertained the paper must be read, and then the House may de- 
clare that it shall not be printed as a part of the Recorp. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I give notice I shall make that 
motion after the paper is read. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask whether it is in order to appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. It is, 


Mr. BLAND. Well, I take that appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the point of 
order, as the Chair understands it, that the reading of the paper — ‘ld 
be stopped by the Chair for the reason that it is disrespectful to th 
House. The Chair overrules the point of order upon the ground tha 
when it is alleged that any proceeding is disrespectful to the House 7 
self as a body that is a question for the House to determine and not fo; 
the Chair to decide. —— 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. How is it to be determined } 
House? 

The SPEAKER. By offering aresolution or motion in relation tothe 
matter in the usual way. The gentleman from Missouri ap; - 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the appeal be laid on the table. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLounr, there were— 
ayes 68, noes 4. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLAND and Mr. Baker were up 

inted. ; 

Mr.BAKER. Asamatter of information, I desire to inquire whether 
it is in order to interrupt the reading of the paper. 

The SPEAKER. It is, upon a point of order. 

The tellers proceeded to count. During the count, 

Mr. HERBERT said: I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution 
for present consideration. 

Objection was made. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the came: 

A bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the interests of the United 
States in the Potomac River flats, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8278) for the relief of Seth M. Barton; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 213) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay certain expenses incurred by special agents and experts of 
the Bureau of Labor during the month of July, 1886. 


POLYGAMY IN UTAH. 


Mr. BENNETT, in pursuance of leave heretofore granted, presented 
the views of a minority of the Committee on the Judiciary upon the 
bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 5352 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved March 22, 1882; which were ordered to 
be printed. 


he 


y the 


eals lrom 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, there is pending a bill 
(S. 1800) to secure to the Cherokee freedmen and others their propor- 
tion of certain proceeds of lands under the act of March 3, 1883, which 
I hope by unanimous consent I will be permitted to call up and put 
upon its passage. It does not take a dollar out of the Treasury of the 
United States; it merely takes money from the Indian fund. These 
Cherokee freedmen are the poorest in the Indian Territory. I hope no 
one will object to it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No justice can be done so long as 
Republicans unjustly assail Democrats in this House. 

Mr. BAKER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, I have a bill introduced by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. West] to accept from Joseph W. Drexel the 
Drexel cottage in which General Grant died. I wish to make a favor- 
able report from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, ! 
there be no objection. 

Mr. BAKER. I call for the regular order of business. ; 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No unanimous consent can be liad ant! 
the regular order is disposed of. sl 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If there be no objection, I will call 
up the resolution of the Senate accepting the gifts of General (rant © 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER. [I call for the regular order of business. = 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Who raised the question o! regu 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cooren) 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. PA®k~ 
DALE] has been called away from the city, and if there be no object? 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ! INDLAY J 
in his place as one of the conferees on the disagreeing votes °! wat 
Houses on House joint resolution 89 providing for the distribution © 
the Official Register of the United States. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ce 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I rise for the purpose of submitting 


a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. It is not privileged now; no report can be made 

while the House is dividing. sJaine 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it was decided by Speaker lao 
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it was in order to submit a conference report pending a motion to ad- | 
journ. 

The SPEAKER. So it is, but not while a division is being taken. 
Pending a motion it is in order. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can ask for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. He can. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask unanimous consent that the proceedings be 
suspended until we can take up the resolution in reference to final ad- 

journment returned from the Senate with an amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum having voted, I move there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is in the power of the majority of the 
House to settle this matter at once. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of a 
bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of James Albert Bondack. I have not 
asked for any such favor heretofore and I hope gentlemen on the other 
side will not object. It is a little bill to validate—— 

Mr. BENNETT demanded the regular order, but subsequently with- 
drew the demand. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. OATES. On yesterday I asked by unanimous consent to report 
back from the Judiciary Committee what is known as the Henley res- 
olution, or rather a substitute for it. That was objected to by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.O’NEILL]. Despairing of getting im- 
mediate consideration and action on this resolution, I ask by unanimous 
consent for leave to present the report and have it printed and go upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask by unanimous consent to sub- 
mit a report on the bill (H. R. 8932) granting leave of absence to em- 
ployés in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If gentlemen wish to take it up there 
isa way in which itcan be done. Until the pending matter is disposed 
of we shall object to taking up anything. 

Mr. REID, of North.Carolina. IJ wish to call attention to the fact 
that the objection comes not from this side of the House, but from the 
other side. All of the employés of the different Departments but these 
emplryés in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing are granted leave 
of absence. This isasimple act of justice. I introduced this bill, and 
if the gentleman on the other side will permit me to make my report 
it can be passed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
BLAND] get out of the way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it is of such transcendent importance the gen- 
tleman from New York should he able to present his speech, I move 
he have leave to print it in the Recorp. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and there is nothing before the 
House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The matter seems to be so very important that 
~ majority are filibustering to prevent it from being presented to the 

couse, 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The objection to this bill does not 
come from this side of the House. I wish to have that understood. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the House of Repre- 
resentatives will do itself great honor to take up the Senate resolution 
proposing that the Governmentaccept as a gift the matters of curiosity 
presented by the Grant estate to the Government. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair). 
has been already requested and objected to. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think perhaps the House would 
now give unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
upon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwithdraw the demand as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The demand being withdrawn, I 
— the objection will be withdrawn, and that this matter may now 


Mr, BROWNE, of Indiana. I sympathize with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, but until this matter is disposed of I shall object. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Well, I tried to do my best at all 





Let the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


That 


The regular order has been insisted 


Mr. , 1 want to ask unanimous consent that 

and pass a bill for the relief of some laborers who 

custom-house in 1881, and who have not been 

These men did the work and their claim has been dragging 
It is a small segregating $1,400. 

. BROWNE, of Indiana. gentleman has to do to get it 

the gentleman from Missouri to withdraw 


question ? 
lay on the table the appeal from 
ofthe Chair. There is no other question before the House; 


XVII——503 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





8033 


and gentlemen on both sides have given notice that other matters will 
not be permitted by consent until this is disposed of. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the return to the House of the bill (5S. 244) for the relief of 
Mary F. Potts. 

The message alsoannounced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 2848) 
for the relief of Benjamin F. Loyall, of the State of Virginia; in which 
concurrence was requested. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to make a request for unanimous consent 
with a view to disposing of this matter now inhand. The Senate have 
passed a resolution to adjourn at 4 o’clock— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is a matter which has been stated 
already several times to-day, and the House is familiar with the fact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to make a request in regard to the pending 
matter so as to get it disposed of. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Well, you know how to get it disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to ask unanimous consent that the appeal 
be withdrawn, and that the gentleman from New York be permitted to 
print in the REecorp the resolution which was being read and then be 
permitted five minutes’ explanation. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

Mr. BRUMM. Who demanded the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move that there be a call of the House. 
There is no rule requiring us to keep the polls open all day. 

The SPEAKER. That motion can be made as soon as the tellers 
make their report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that-the tellers should 
report. There are no more voters. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York, one of the 
tellers, has just this moment announced another vote in the affirmative. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr.SPRINGER. These must be the “‘repeaters’’ then who are now 
goingthrough. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the House 
proceed to business for thirty minutes, at the end of which time to con- 
tinue the order of business now progressing. 

Mr. BRUMM. The House is transacting business now. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. You do not object to the request? 

Mr. BRUMM. [I object to any other business than the business in 
which the House is now engaged. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There will be a quorum here presently 
I am advised, and I shall object to any requests for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There are matters of great public impor- 
tance which should be transacted and which might be transacted if this 
matter was out of the way. 

Mr. BRUMM. It can be disposed of in a little while if the gentle- 
man from Missouri chooses to yield. 

Mr. KELLEY. We serve notice on that side that we are going to 
stand by the Speaker’s decision. It is a most righteous one. 

The SPEAKER. No business is in order but the division by tellers; 
and the Chair will again state that several gentlemen have given notice 
that they will not permit any requests for unanimous consent to be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I call for the regular order. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the preamble and resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER (interrupting the reading). I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the further reading may be dispensed with and that the reso- 
lution be printed in the Recorp as if read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]? 

There was no objection. 

The preamble and resolutions in full are as follows: 

Whereas Congress has been in session only a little more than eight mouths 
with a majority of only about 40 controlling Democrats in the House anda 
solid Democratic representation in the White House; and 

reas during the entire session the two wings of the Democratic party 
have never ceased to flap together in perfect harmony; and 
ereas by the united and harmonious labors and co-operation of a harmo- 
nious Democratic President and party the country has been saved from the 
humiliation and extravagance of Republican misrule, such as has characterized 
the administration of governmental affairs under Lincoln, Grant, and their Re- 
publican successors in office since the rebellion; and 

Whereas at the close of this the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress we 
are able to proudly exhibit as the first fruits of Democratic reform— 

First. The successful defeat of the inglorious and unconstitutional efforts on 
the part of the people of Dakota, numbering a mere half-million only, to gain 
admission into the Union of States for a portion of her people and Territory 
numbering in population 230,000 only, and in area 77,000 square miles only, and 
a Territo: organization for the remainder thereof. 

Second, Suecessful burial in the House Committee on the Territories of the 
bills (though introduced by misguided Democratic Representatives) providing 


enabling acts for the admission of the Territories of Washington and Montana, 
respectively, into the Union of States, 





I desire to present a report from the 
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Third. An almost successful effort to create a new Territory with the usual 
outfit of governor, &c.,all to be filled from the ranks of the only truly harmo- 
nious party that bas ruled the destiny of the nation since Washington declined 
a third term—a Territory where,owing to ill-considered and unwise treaty 
covenants and stipulations, in consequence whereof, during the past fifty years 
no Jess than five tribes of Indians, numbering more than sixty-five thousand, 
have assumed to establish so-called civilized governments, alleged to be repub- 
lican in form, accompanied by churches, Catholic and Protestant, a col- 
lege, and some charitable institutions, thereby rendering the soil and climate 
unsuitable or and existence of Democratic institutions as proposed 
~ be admin by Oklahoma boomers, 

Fourth. An earnest though unsuccessful effort to reform the tariff and estab- 
lish free trade, an effort which failed only by reason of a slight friction between 
the two wings before-mentioned, and because it became manifest, as claimed by 
one wing, thatowing toa failureon the —_ of the other wing to keep in mind the 
Democratic platform pledge for real reform as distinguished from rank repudia- 


* tion, the tariff,in so far as it affords ion to American industries and 


labor, was threatened by reason of such failure with total destruction, but the 
Democratic party pauses to congratulate the country that the bill of each win, 
still lives, and that both will rise at the next session for the encouragement o 
the commerce, the manufacturing industries, and the laboring masses of the 
country. 

Fifth. The Democratic party further congratulates the country upon the suc- 
cessfully inaugurated policy of the Democratic majority in Congress in com- 
pelling, though against the protest of the President and the financial officers of 
the Government, the payment of the reserved surplus in the Treasury upon the 
public debt in disregard of the poet public faith to maintain, through such 
reserve, in part the credit and honor of our Government. 

Sixth. The Democratic majority in Congress further congratulates the coun- 
try upon the following grounds, namely : 

A. The failure of the national bankruptcy bill. 

LB. The failure to pass the Mexican veterans’ service-pension bill. 

©. The defeat, through executive veto, of the bill for the relief of the Des 
Moines River settlers, which was intended to afford the persons concerned an 
opportunity to have their titles to their homes adjudicated under their patents 
“— The ae fal def t, th bh tive d al, of private pensio: 

». The su ua feat, through executive disapprov: n 
bills to so-called veterans of the late war, to alleged widows of such, and t to pre- 
tended dependent parents, aggregating in number over ninety and in amount 
thus saved to the Treasury sufficient to pay the salary of the Presidenteach year 
and defray the necessary ennual expense of repairs to the White House and 
place therein the necessary cooking utensils, furniture, and flowers, in accord- 
ance with Jeffersonian simplicity. 

E. The almost successful effort by the Democratic jority to revive the pop- 
ular income-tax law by ingrafting it upon some one of ding — 
sion bills which have been so persistently urged by the Hepublican side of the 
House. 

F. That the Democratic majority successfully defeated any general pension 
legislation such as contemplated by the bill introduced by Senator BLair and 
the so-called “‘ one-legged ”’ bill, and well-nigh succeeded in defeating the out- 
rage done in increasing widows’ and mothers’ pensions from $8 to a month. 
We did our best, but failed in that one instance. 

G. The people of the country are under special obligations to the present Dem- 
ocratic ofniabeneatian. backed, upheld, and su as it is by the present 
Democratic majority in Congress, for the strict en tand maintenance of 
civil-service rules and regulations in the administration of the affairs of Gov- 
ernment. Their Democratic Representatives point with just pride to the fact 
that since the inauguration of the present Democratic istration only a lit- 
tle more than twenty-two thousand 


portmasters of both sexes and all grades, 
including disabled war veterans, have been removed or replaced by inofiensive 


partisans, while in the various thereare yetonly afew 
which stand willing patriots, in 1 silence, waiting. 

The promptness with which the ruling majority have t forward the 
several general appropriation bills, forcing through y two deficiency 
bills (not counting the general deficiency bill), pro in the aggregate for 
the trifle of only about $15,000,000, only thrice extending the appropriations of 
last year, and the many other things done and prevented too numerous to 
mention, and all so promptly accomplished that we are likely to rn this 
session in time to enable the several members to reach their ve homes 
in time for the next election, combine to round up a record to which the 
Democratic party may with characteristic modesty proudly point and expect of 
grateful constituencies due recognition: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the thanks of the country are due to iiic Democratic party for 
the successful of the annual a ton bills. 

Resolved, That the ocratic hosts to 
which victory was achieved in '84, with their inspiring 
of “ economy and reform,” as a be considered “a good-enough Mo 
till after election,”’ especially that relating to civil-service reform, which, 
though attenuated and emaciated, is relied upon to produce wolian strains fit 
to be wafted over the mugwumpian waters of politics, 

Resolved, That the two wings of Democracy, with the Greenback and Prohi- 
bition allies, will ever flap lovingly and harmoniously 5 

Resolved, That our civil-service professions are in with true Jeffer- 


P 
sonian simplicity—of the “Joe” Jeffersonian Rip Van Winkle kind, “This 
time don't count,"’ 


Resolved, That we still believe in prohibition—in Republican districts. 
Resolved, That we must turn the rascals out. 
Resolved, Great is the Democratic party. 


Mr. BAKER. I desire to say just one word. These resolutions 


having been read, I submit to the House and the country there is noth- 
ing disrespectful or indecent in them. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to take up for consid- 
eration the resolution as to the final adjournment, with the Senate 
amendment thereto. 

The SPEAKER. [It is a privileged matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I call it mp for present consideration. 

The Clerk read the concurrent as follows: 

Resolved by the House » 
saver Sc Rome y eapeemne fle eee rere Sap oat 
their respective Houses adjourned sine die at 3 o'clock p. m. July 28, 1886. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

nme “3 o'clock p.m, July 28” and insert in lieu thereof “ 4 o'clock p. m. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move concurrence in the Senate amendment. 
The amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 


Aveusr 5, 


Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote just taken: an. also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. nie 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SITE FOR CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is a matter to which I desire to . ill 
the attention of the House, relating to the site for the Congressio, l 
Library. It has been ascertained—— ie 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope the gentleman will allow me to make 
abrief statement. It has been found the amount appropriated is $335) 
short of what is necessaty. The Senate has passed a joint resolution 
appropriating $35,000 more for that purpose, which lies on the ¢))). 
By passing that resolution the appropriation may be utilized dy,;), 
the vacation and the matter closed up as to the purchase of rea] ex; 
for the Lib site. I think it will take but a moment 

TheSP. ER. TheSenate resolution has been referred to the Com. 
mittee on the Library. The tleman from Ohio asks unanimons eon- 
sent that the committee be di from its further cons 
and that the House do now consider it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The Committee on the Library are 
very anxious to have the resolution passed. Colonel Singiyro, 
though not well, and suffering under a recent affliction, was in the House 
to-day for the purpose of calling it up. I see the gentleman is now jy 
the House in. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What amount of money does this involve? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thirty-five thousand dollars. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


A joint resolution (S. R. 82) making additional eeetition for the purchase 
of a site for the Guagumsionel brary. : 


Whereas under Pa petine of an act of Congressauthorizing the construe 
tion of a building for accommodation of the ional Library, approved 
April . the _ = $550,000 was approp: for the purchase of a site 


for the — brary ; — a . 
proceedings instituted supreme court of the District o 
ce of said act the amount of has been asse od : 

excess of the amount so appre riated: Therefore, 

é&c., That the additional sum o ,000, or sO much thereof as may 
be necessary, be, and the same is Serene eepeeees, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a site for the Congres. 
sional Laces, to be immediately available. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move the previous question on the joint 
resolution. : 
The SPEAKER. The request for unanimous consent is still pend- 


re HOLMAN. While I have opposed this measure through all its 
previous progress and believe it was an unwarrantable extravagance on 
the part of Congress to invest so largga sum of money in the purchase 
of a site for this building when we had available sites in various parts 
of the city as desirable as the one selected, yet in its present condition 
I do not feel justified in objecting to the subject coming before th 
House for action, and shall simply ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ANNUAL BULLETINS OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I submit a privileged report from 
the Committee on Printing. Iam directed to report back the jot 
resolution (H. Res. 120) to print the annual bulletins of the Bureau of 

gy, with amendments by the Senate, and to move concurrence 
in the amendments. 

The report of the Committee on Printing was read, as ‘ollows: 

The Committee on . to whom was referred the joint resolution to 

Bureau of and Senate amendments 

that the House concur therein. The amendments propose 

printing tosuch matters only as are now on hand or may 

the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and appropriate $5, 
as may be necessary, to defray the cost of said printing. 


The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 


shall matter = ” insert * that the authorization 
y only 9 on hand or collected a the fiscal year end- 
ing June 3, ” ah aon 


t the end of the resolution add an additional section,as follows 
,or so much thereof as may be necessary, '0! |” 
aforesaid annual bulletins, is hereby approp™'* 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


ne 
ing 


ate 


; 
Geration 


amendments. 
amendments of the Senate were concurred in. ; 
moved to reconsider the vote just taken: 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
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PROGRESS OF THE PANAMA CANAL. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I rise to present a privileged report 

from the Committee on Printing. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution 
to print the reports of Lieutenant Kimball and Naval Cadet Capp relative to the 
progress made in the Panama Canal, with the amendment thereto, have 
duly considered the same, recommend that House concur in said amend- 
ment. The amendment simply strikes out the provision requiring the distribu- 
tion to be made in the usual manner,and apportions 2,000 copies for the use of 
the Senate and 3,000 for the use of the House. The estimated cost of said print- 
ing is $3,437.50. 
The concurrent resolution as amended by the Senate was read, as 
follows: 
Resolved by the House of ves (the Senate concurring), That the special 
intelligence report on the by Lieutenant Kimball and Naval 
Coe See transmitted to the House by Secretary of the Navy, be printed, 
and that 3,000 additional copies nad oar yey of which 1,000 copies shall be for the 
use ofthe Senate and 2,000 copies be for the use of the House. 
The question was taken on concurring in the Senate amendments; 
and there were—ayes 61, noes 9. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to take 
a recess for an hour? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will not be done. 

Several MempBers. Oh, no. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. HoLMAN; and 
there were—ayes 48, noes 30. . 

Mr. MILLS. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Texas, Mr. MILLs, and the 
gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HotMAN, to act as tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN (after the count had proceeded for sometime). It is 
obvious, Mr. Speaker, that there is no quorum present, and I withdraw 
the motion for a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). Upon this question 
the tellers report ayes 34, noes 30. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I withdraw the point of no quorum 
which I madeas to the proposition submitted on the report of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Rerp]. 


The amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution were 


agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was then adopted. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the mction to recon- 
sider be laid on the tabie. 


BEPORT—BUREAU ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I present a privileged report from the 


Committee on 
The SPEAKER. report will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on oetee, whom was referred joint resolution (H. Res. 
oR ird annual report of Bureau of Anima) In- 
d , have recommend that the same do lie on the 

estimated cost of 


be adopted 


The substitute (H. Res. 215) was read, as follows: 


by the Senate and House of , &e., That there be printed 


Representatives ° 
of the third annual of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the 
seems wane cf for 

of tatives, and 5,006 


Represen 

the griculture; the illustrations to be exe- 
cuted under the supervision of the Public Printer, in accordance with the direc- 
tions of the Joint Committee on Printing; the work to be subject to the approval 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I move the adoption of the resolution. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman tell us about how 
much ws will cost? 
Mr. , of North Carolina. Twenty thousand dollars, as stated 


‘oa 


Tt cost last year $25,000, but they have cut it down. 
engrossed 


ae ordered fo be eee epeennt Goan and 
being was accordingly read third time, and passed. 
Mr. , of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 


the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
The original joint resolution (H. Res. 203) was laid on the table. 
DISTRIBUTION OF OFFICIAL REGISTER. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire to present a report from a committee of 
The 


SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Usint resolution (FT. Res. 9) ps for the distribution of the Official Reg- 
the United States. } 

Is THE Sewatre or THE Unirep States, April 5, 1886. 

this joint resolution pass : 


That with amendments: 
all after the word “repealed,” in line 5, down to and including 


Resolved, 
= 


Strike out section 9 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for 
the distribution of the Official Register of the United States, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments anaes) ow 2. 

J. W. REID, 

J. M. FARQUHAR, 

JOHN V. L. FiNDLAY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

CHAS. F. MANDERSON, 

JOSEPH H. HAWLEY, 

A. P. GORMAN, 


Blanagers on the part of the Senate. 
The following is the statement accompanying the conference report: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to House resolution 
89, providing for the distribution of the Official Register of the United States, 


submit the following statement: 
The Senate recedes from its amendments, thereby leaving the resolution in 
the shape in which it passe the House. 
JAS. W. REID, 
JOHN V. L. FINDLAY, 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 
Managers on the part of the Houae. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. 
tion of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GLOVER and others addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded and insisted upon 
all over the House. 

Mr. GLOVER. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The calli of committees for reports. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not now in order to move to suspend the rules ? 

The SPEAKER. Not while the regular order is insisted upon, be- 
cause while the rules of the House provide that during the last six 
days of the session a motion to suspend the rules shall be in order, they 
also provide that the Speaker shall call the committees during the 
morning hour. That call canbe dispensed with of course. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to dispense with the morning hour for 
the call of commitiees. 

The SPEAKER. That will require a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask consent that if the morning hour be dis- 
nsed with gentlemen have leave to file their reports. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The question being taken on the motion to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour, there were—ayes 48, noes 3U. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLAND and Mr. MCMILLIN were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The point being made that noquorum voted, and 
it being doubtful whether there is a quorum present, I will, with the 
pewmission of the House, withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to the withdrawal of the motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentlemar nas the right to withdraw it. 
has not been voted on. 
quorum voted. 

Mr. BLAND. I renew the motion. 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 45, noes 28. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLAND and Mr. MCMILLIN were ap- 
pointed. 

The tellers proceeded to count. 

Mr. HOLMAN (pending the count). Mr. Speaker, would it be in 
order to ask unanimous consent at this time for the consideration of a 
measure of very material public moment, to which I think there is no 
objection whatever? I reter tothe bill to provide for the appointment 
of a commission on Indian affairs. The bill was prepared by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. It was considered by the House for two days 
andamended. I hope the House will consent to take it up and pass it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, pending the count 
by tellers, asks unanimous consent to interrupt that proceeding for the 
purpose of considering a bill which has already been considered by the 
House for one day—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. For two days. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is a bill to provide for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate Indian affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill was prepared by the Interior Department. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But I understand it was considered in the House 
for two da 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was; but at the adjournment on the second day 
its consideration was not completed, and it went over. I am satisfied 
there will be no objection to the measure. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What does the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] say about this proposition ? 


I demand the previous question upon the adop- 


| pe 


It 
There was an attempt to vote upon it, but no 
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Mr. CANNON. I think we might justas well consume time in con- 
sidering that bill as any other. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You do not propose that it shall be passed ? 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (I. R. 6973) to provide for the appointment of a commission to inspect 
and report on the condition of Indians, Indian affairs, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTII. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will proceed with their count. 

ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT SOUVENIRS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that the 
House take up and pass the joint resolution of the Senate providing for 
the acceptance by the Government of the Grant curiosities. 

The SPEAKER. That request has been made several times. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am aware of that, but I do not 
believe it is too late to ask itagain. ‘The resolution has been passed by 
the Senate, and I think the House should take it up and pass it. It 
involves no expense to the Government whatever. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I made the objection before, and I now 
withdraw it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand there is no objection to dispensing 
with the morning hour. 

Mr. GLOVER. I object to dispensing with the morning hour, but 
I do not object to the resolution referred to by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair understands there 
is no objection to the consideration of the joint resolution. It was re- 
ceived from the Senate q day or two ago and referred to the Committee 
on the Library. In the absence of objection, that committee will be 
discharged from the further consideration of the joint resolution, and 
it is now before the House for consideration. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Jointresolution (S. R. 46) accepting from Julia Dent Grant and William H. Van- 


derbilt objects of value and art presented by various foreign governments to 

the late General Ulysses 8. Grant. 

Whereas Julia Dent Grant and William H. Vanderbilt, by deed of trust exe- 
cuted on the 10th day of January, 1885, presented to the United States certain 
swords, medals, paintings, bronzes, portraits, commissions, and addresses, and 
objects of value and art presented by various governments in the world to Gen- 
eral Ulysses 8.Grant as tokens of their high appreciation of his illustrious 
character as a soldier and a statesman: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and Houseof Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the United States accept, with grateful acknowl- 
edgments, the said property and articles, more fully described in the schedule 
attached to said deed of trust, to be held by the United States and preserved and 
protected in the city of Washington for the use and inspection of the people of 
the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the said property and articles be placed under the custody of the 
Director of the National Museum ; and he is hereby directed to receive the same 
for safe-keeping therein. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed on the 
part of the House to wait upon the President of the United States, in 
conjunction with a similar committee on behalf of the Senate, and in- 
form him that, unless he has some further communication to make to 
them, the two Houses are ready to adjourn, have performed that duty, 
and report that the President requests them to inform the House that 
he has no further communication to make. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, TEXARKANA, ARK. 


The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume the count. 

Mr. McRAE. I ask, by unanimous consent, to take from the House 
Calendar the bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms of court at 
Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes, and put the same upon its 

e at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Have you a court-house there? 

Mr. McRAE. No. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I suppose you are getting ready for one. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as fcllows: ; 

Be it enacted, &c., That terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the eastern judicial district for the State of Arkansas shall be held 
twice in each year at the city of Texarkana, in said eastern judicial com- 
mencing on the second Mondays in January and July, to be known asthe Tex- 
arkana division of said district. 


See. 2. That all process, civil and crim’ 


counties of Osieatia, Howard, Hem . Fayette, Lit 
Nevada, Ouachita, Pike, and Sevier Sue atl come: 


be made returnabl courts, 
respectively, at said city of a ame 


‘Texarkana. 
Sec. 3. That the clerk of the courts for said district shall appoint a deputy for 
the said division, who shall keep an office open at all times in the city of Tex- 


against persons residing in the 
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arkana, and shall there keep the records, files, and documents pertain 
courts authorized by this act. _— 


Mr. GLOVER. Ifthe gentleman from Arkansas will allow m, 
make a statement it will result not only in my not objecting jy; 
stopping filibustering on the floor. The Committee on Expendit 1Tes 
in the Treasury Department is about to be called, and when it is ¢)),. 
it will submit a report on the case of Richard T. Lancaster. -: 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks gentlemen to preserve orde, 
floor. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order of business, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the bill jnqj, 
by the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. BLAND. No, I do not object to that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis the matter before the House. 1), 
tleman from Arkansas asks unanimous consent that the House , 
mittee be discharged from the farther consideration of that }j}] ang 
that it be put upon its passage. The gentleman from Missouri st-tos 
that if he is allowed to make a statement it will obviate the digiceg|;, 
and prevent him from objecting. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order of business. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Chair whether members have the ») 
of filing reports to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. They have not. 

Mr. LAIRD. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his demand {oy | 
regular order of business so I can have a resolution read. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask by unanimous consent that all mem! 
ing reports to file may be allowed to do so to-day. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not object to individuals offering to submit re- 
ports in the House subject to ebjection. There are reports I propose 
to object to, and I object now to granting unanimous consent to file 
reports generally. 

Mr. GLOVER. 
to file a report. 

Mr. LAIRD. Lask by unanimous consent to have read a reso! 
for which I ask present consideration. 

The SPEAKER, It will be read subject to objection. 

Mr. MCRAE. I understand the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] does not object to my bill, but to the other matter. 

The SPEAKER. He did object, but there is now another (uestio: 
before the House. The Clerk will read the resolution subject + 
jection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it appears by an act passed March, 1835, the sum of $160,000 was ap- 
propriated to enable the Secretary of War to acquire a good and valid title for 
the United States to the Fort Brown reservation, Texas, and to pay and ex- 
tinguish all claims for the use and occupation of said reservation, provided that 
no part of this sum should be paid until a complete title be vested in the United 
States ; 

Whereas it is alleged that disputes have arisen between the claimants as to 
their respective shares of this appropriation, and that the Secretary of War has 
not paid any part of said amount ; 

Whereas by an act of Congress passed in 1875 the sum of $25,000 was appropri- 
ated for the purchase of the grounds and payment of the said Fort Brown, « 
the report of General Sherman as to the sufficiency of the said sum, it is alleged 
that the payment of $160,000 therefor would be a fraud on the Government 

Whereas it is alleged that it will appear from the documentary evidence 
the War Department, the Quartermaster-General’s Office, also the evidence of 
officials now in Washington who have served at said post, likewise the test 
mony of other citizens which can be obtained, that the sum of $50,000 would be 
a large price to pay. for said reservation, including rent for the use and occupa- 
tion of the same: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be instructed to investigat 
the subject-matter herein named, with authority to send for persons and paper, 
also to inquire into and report as to what necessity exists, if any, for a military 
post at said point, and the cost to the United States of said post since 15 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to withhold the payment of 
any part of said sum of $160,000 for the grounds and rents of the said Fort brown 
reservation, 


Mr. CRAIN. I object to the consideration of that resolution. — 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. McRAE) says 
the objection to the bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding ters 0! 
United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., has been withdrawn. |s 
that correct ? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We want to have some explanation. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. MCRAE. There are embraced in this judicial district abo 
fifty counties with only two places for holding court. At oue o! tie 
places there are a few counties to which writs are returnable. \ea!'y 
all the writs for fifty counties are now returnable to Little Rock. | Wit- 
nesses and jurors have to travel from 100 to 150 miles. This bil! pro- 
poses a court for ten of these most remote counties, and witness avd 
jurors will not have to travel more than from 25 to 75 miles. !nst« ad 
of being an expense to the Government it will be a great saving. It is 
desired by the le and is in the interest of the Government 4s = 
as of suitors. If no gentleman desires to be heard on the subject I wil 
demand the previous question on the passage of the bill. a 
The SPEAKER. TheChair hears no objection, and the House © 
endar is discharged from the further consideration of the bi!! and the 
question is on its t and third reading. : ce 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; aud De? 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
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Mr. MCRAE demanded the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We have reported to the Clerk the vote taken by 
the tellers. I hope the Chair will announce the resclt. 

The SPEAKER announced the result as ayes 21, noes 4. — 

So (no further count being demanded, and two-thirds having voted 
in favor thereof) the morning hour was dispensed with. 


OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit for 
present consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the first Thursday of the next session, after the reading of the 
Journal, be set apart for the consideration of the bill (H. R.7217) to provide for 
the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, in the 
House, and this order to continue from day to day until the bill is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope there will be no objection to this resolution. 
It is only an apology for the failure on the part of these gentlemen to 
pass this bill, and I hope they will have an opportunity for making 
the apology. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. There are other very important matters which 
should be considered. 

Mr. HILL. Then I move to suspend the rules and pass the resolu- 


ED 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


tion. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairwill entertain the motion; but of course 
if the gentleman desires to make the point of order of no quorum it 
will effect the same result. 

Mr. HILL. He can make the point of order if he desires to defeat 
this. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a second demanded on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules? 

No second was demanded. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 38, 
noes 47. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was not agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING—FORT SCOTT, KANS. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (8. 1386) for the completion of a public 
building at Fort Scott, Kans., and take it up for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e,, That the additional sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated 
for the completion of a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the 
accommodation of the post-office, United States courts, and other Government 
offices, at the city of Fort Scott, State of Kansas, to be expended by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, subject to the requirements of an act for that purpose ap- 
proved March 3, 1885. The limit of cost prescribed in said act is hereby extended 


asaforesaid. And no plan shall be approved which will involve an expendi- 


ture for site and building complete, including approaches, greater than the 
limit herein fixed. . , oe 7 r 


The committee recommend the following amendment: 


Strike out “ fifty thousand” where it occurs in the bill and insert “twenty- 
five thousand.” 


an ae Is there objection to the present consideration of 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
of this, subject to the right of objection. 
> FUNSTON. During the last Congress $50,000 was appropri- 
ated 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What are the merits of the 
case? We do not want the precedents. 
make pay . ~ We have a Federal court there, at Fort Scott, and 
eae ,000 appropriated to put up a public building which was 
‘usufficient, and this bill appropriates a sufficient amount to complete 
it. I repeat we havea Federal court there, also a post-office from which 
the receipts from the sales of postage-stamps are $17,000 a year. 
inti BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. You have a court, I under- 


Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir, a Federal court is held there. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no objection to the bill. 


Mr. MORRISON. How man people have you? 
Mr. FUNSTON. : f 


The population is 11,500. 
the committee was agreed to. 
toathird reading; and having been 


Let us have some explanation 


The amendment reported 
The bill as 


ete hited time, was 


passed. 
FUNSTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CHATTANOGGA. 


Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the far- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act entitled 
**An act for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,”’ 
approved February 25, 1885, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the act entitled “An act for the erection of a public 
building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,’’ approved February 25, 1885, be, and the same 
is hereby, so amended as to provide that the cost of said building, including site 
and building complete, shall not exceed the sum of $200,000: Provided, That the 
site shall not be purchased until estimates forthe erection of a building which 
will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public busi- 
ness, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited 
after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site, nor plan for said 
building, sha'l be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an ex- 
penditure exceeding the said sum of $200,000 for site and building. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is that a Senate bili? 

Mr. NEAL. No, sir; a House bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to my friend from Tennessee that the 
amount named in this bill is too large. I would suggest to him that 
$150,000 is sufficient for a building at this point. 

Mr. NEAL. This is one of the most important towns of the South. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me state to the gentleman from Indiana that 
there is scarcely a place in the country that is growing as rapidly as 
Chattanooga. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is a very important point, and its population 
is increasing every day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the present population? 

Mr. NEAL. The present population is between 28,000 and 30,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And, as I have said, is increasing with great 
rapidity. 

Mr. NEAL. By the census of 1880 the population did not exceed 
12,000, but has increased to something in the neighborhood of 30,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The amount is too large, I think. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that $150,000 is enough. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Unless there can be an amendment of this 
kind I must object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. NEAL. I suppose I will have to accept the amendment, al- 
though I am sure it is not sufficient. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move, then, to strike out 
curs in the bill and insert ‘*150,’’ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
to the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
bill, is there? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let me ask the gentleman a 
question. Have you a United States court established there? 

Mr. NEAL. We have, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now offer the amendment I have suggested—to 
strike out ‘‘200’’ and insert ‘'150’’ wherever it occurs in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


**200’? wherever it oc- 
so that the amount will be $150,000. 
With that amendment I shall not object 


There is no objection to the consideration of the 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolutions of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Jeint resolution (S. R. 82) making additional appropriation for pur- 
chase of site for Congressional Library; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) to print the annual bulletins of the 
Bureau of Ethnology. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LOS ANGELES, CAL. 


Mr. MARKHAM. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R.191) providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Los Angeles, Cal., and that the same be put upon its pas- 
sage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to procure a site for, and caused to be erected thereon, 
a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 


United States district and circuit courts, post-office, and internal-revenue and 
other Government offices, at tie city of Los Angeles, Cal. The plans, specifica- 


tions, and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and ap- 
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proved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site and building com- 
plete the sum of 250,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building unex- 
posed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 
40 feet, including streets and alleys; and no money appropriated for this purpose 
shall be availabie until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested 
in the United States, nor until the State of California shall have ceded to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the admin- 
ae of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process 
therein. 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended the 
following amendment. 

In line 11 strike out “$250,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$150,000."’ 

Mr. SOWDEN. I reserve the right to object in order to call for the 
reading of the report. 

Mr. FELTON. If the gentleman willallow me to make a very brief 
explanation I think he will not insist on the reading of the report. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I should like to hear it read. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. HENLEY), as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 191) providing for a public building at Los Angeles, Cal., having had 
the same under consideration, begs leave to report as follows: 

Los Angeles is 500 miles front San Francisco. It has a permanent population 
of about 40,000; transient population not lessthan 5,000; 45,000in all. ft hasall 
the benefits of the Central and Southern Pacific system of railroads, besides being 
the terminal point for the whole Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé system. It is 
surrounded by the richest agricultural and horticultural country on earth. It 
supplies the vast mining regions of Southern California, Arizona, and parts of 
New Mexico. It has in all about 19 miles of street railway, one cable road of 3 
miles completed, and three others in process of construction. Ithas the finest 
electric-light works in the country, besides perfect gas works, supplying the 
whole city. It hasa complete water system, furnishing water to every house 
inthe city. Ithasalso a paid firedepartment. Almostall thestreetsare macad- 
am'zed or graveled. It has six banks with an aggregate capital and deposits of 
$7 200,000, the largest having $2,500,000. It has the State normal school and four 
colleges. Ithastwenty public-school buildings, worth at least $255,000; seventy- 
five teachers at salaries from $60 to $200 per month. It has thirty religious so- 
cieties, occupying churches which cost over $300,000. It has four ly, nine 
weekly,and three monthly papers. It has atelephoneexehange of four hundred 
and ten ean, as against one hundred and fifty subscribers in 1883. It has 
fire limits; therefore all the business portion consists of substantial brick and 
stone buildings. It has the car shops of the 8. P. Railroad, and the L. A. and 
8. G. V. Railroad, which employ alargenumberofmen. Its population ismade 
up of Eastern, Western, and Southern people, coming from every Congressional 
district in the United States, and asa class ranking far above the average. Itis 

becoming one of the most noted resorts for invalids in the country. 

The two superior courts are in session continually,and the supreme court of 
the State sits there twice a year. The land office isin a rented building, not fire- 
proof, where are contained the records of 767,€11 acres of valuable land. 

The post-office is ina rented building, under a lease made about eight yearsago 
and expiring one year from next November, at an annual rental of $900. 
would cost at least $3,000 to rentitnow. The office is wholly inadequate for the 
business, being by far too small, badly arranged, and ill adapted to the actual 
necessities of the office and the public. The two general-delivery clerks have 
waited upon four thousand five 
the office is not less than $38,474 per annum, after paying rent. Money-orders 
received and issued in one week, 1,049, aggregating $14,410. The same per year, 
41,600, aggregating $567,320. The increase in wealth and population within the 
last five years has been phenomenal. 


Taxable property in the county in 1880 

In city, 1885, about 

In COUDLY, 1885... .....0000000 secsereeeee 

Prepprateties OF Gis To cccecs cicccosvccccetetcsces counethens ceneneescusconevehoossta 
Population of City, LBB. ...... ..ccscccessreenenee 
a a a 40, 
Increase in five years (per cent.)............ 


- $41, 814, 311 


They have no United States courts there, and can give no statistics in that re- 
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undred people per day. The net increase of 


ee 11,311 


AuGust 5 
joint resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for the distribution of the (»;. 
cial Register of the United States. 
INDIAN COMMISSION. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I now renew the request which I made sonyo time 
ago, for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6973) to prov 


for the appointment of a commission to inspect and report on t! : 
dition of Indians, Indian affairs, and for ether purposes. The Secret ary 


ide 


of the Interior, I may say, is very anxious that this bill shou]d ». 
I shall object to every requ 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. . 
gentlemen resume their seats. 

The SPEAKER. The Hovse will come to order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope I will be permitted to say that th 
considered for two successive hours. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to make a parliamentary jngyi;y 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. oe 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is this bill called up under a request for 
unanimous consent, or under a motion to suspend the rules? oa 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from [p. 
diana to ask unanimous consent to take up this bill for consideration 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ThenI move to suspend the rulesand pass the pil] 
with all the amendments heretofore made by the House. 7 

The SPEAKER. Isa second demanded ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Ohio, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Hor. 
MAN. 

BILLS REFERRED. 


Pending the vote on seconding the motion to suspend the rules, 

The bill (H. R. 3280) to restrict the ownership of real estate in the 
Territories to American citizens, &c., with amendments by the Senate 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 83) for the payment of the salaries of ¢] 
Mississippi and Missouri River Commissions, and for other purposes 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the sam: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 46) accepting from Julia Dent Grant and 
William H. Vanderbilt objects of value and art presented by various 
foreign governments to the late General Ulysses 8. Grant 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. reported t! 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint reso! 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the sam 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for the distribution of th 


Sis, 500, 000 | Official Register of the United States. 


MEXICAN AWARDS. 
Mr. DANIEL, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on Fo 
eign Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bi: 
(H. R. 8122) to amend and enlarge the fifth section of an act approved 


gard. They are so far removed from San Francisco that they are practically | June 18, 1878, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for the distribution of the 
without a court, and might as well resort to the Federal courts of any other awards made under the convention between the United States of Amer- 


State as to California. This branch of Congress recognized these conditions, | ; : : avof Inlv 1868 
and in the last session passed a bill establishing a court there, which, from ica and the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 4th day of July, ! - 
some cause eaknown te tats commits, 28 not the Senate. A bill for | which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
the same purpose has been promptly an v y reported to this House, | of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to ye printed 
with no good reason why it should not ' am . ar an at eeenaliline 

The United States commissioner at Los Angeles has had before him within Mr. SINGLETON, by unanimous consent, submitted the : as : yon 
the last two years two hundred and sixty-six criminal cases which belong to | minority; which were ordered to be printed with the report o! the ms 


that department, costing the Government at least $150 more in each case 
it would if tried at Los Angeles. 


In view of the foregoing facts your committee unanimously recommend the 


passage of this bill. 


Mr. SOWDEN. 
this bill a question. 
this place? 

Mr. MARKHAM. We have. 


Mr. FELTON. There was no United States court within 500 miles 
of Los Angeles until this morning, when a bill establishing one was 


approved. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the bill ? 
There was no objection. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted, an 


the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed; and being engrossed, 


it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MARKHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which theill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its 


in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 


I wish to ask the gentleman who is in charge of 
It is whether they have a United States court at 


q | of the 


jority. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLARKSBURG, W. \ A 
Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 216) concerning an appropriation 
to continue theconstraction of a public building at Clarksburg, VW.‘ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 0! 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printes 


INDIAN COMMISSION. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House take a recess {or one halt- 


Mr. SPRINGER. Is that motion now in order? — 
The SPEAKER. Itcan only be made pending this vote by ©" 
gentlemen who are insisting on the motion to suspend the ™" 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Nor have I. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I object. : ‘aia 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will it be in order to ask unanimous cousent 
this measure be made aspecial order for the second day of next SS" 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana asks unanimov* = 
sent to set apart the second day of the next session of Congress °° ™ 
consideration of this bill. Li jshoms 

I have no objection to that if the )kla 


the first Thursday of next session and from day 


mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | to day thereafter until disposed of. 
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The SPEAKER. In connection with the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana the gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my request and also withdraw the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules; and I now move that the House take a recess 
for 3 half-hour. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.SPRINGER. Iask the gentleman from Indiana to withhold that 
motion in order that the House may pass the resolution which I hold 
in my hand, which must be passed before the recess if it is to do any 


Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion for a recess. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to offer for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Represeniatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Speaker of the House be authorized to appoint a special committee of three 
members of the House, to act jointly with a like committee to be appointed by 
the President of the Senate, for the purpose of considering propositions relating 
to the investigation and adjudication of claims and payments against the United 
States, which joint committee is authorized to sit during vacation and report by 
bill or otherwise at the next session of Congress; but no expense shail be in- 
curred thereby. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? : ; 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I renew the motion that the House take a recess 
for thirty minutes. 

The motion was to. 

And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House took 

a recess for half an hour. 

The recess having expired, the House was again called to order at 

3.40 p, m. 

DUTIES ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the paragraph beginning with the words ‘‘ Leaf-to- 
bacco,” being the second paragraph in Schedule F, section 2502, chapter 121 of 
the statutes of the United States of America passed at the second session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, is hereby amended so that said paragraph shall read 
as follows: 

“ Leaf-tobacco in any bale, box, package, or bulk, any part of which is suit- 
able for wrappers, if not stemmed, 75 cents per pound ; if stemmed, $1 per pound, 


upon the whole contents of such bale, box, package, or bulk.”’ 
Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect on and after its passage. 


Mr. BLAND. I think we had better have a second on that. 

Mr. WISE. I hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] will 
withdraw that demand. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to a second being considered as 
ordered, but I wish to hear an explanation of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection a second will be con- 
sidered asordered. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in support of the bill and fifteen 
minntes in opposition to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the gentleman from New York [ Mr. His- 
COCK] make his i 

Mr. HISCOCK. The bill which I have had read, and as to which I 
have moved to suspend the rules and pass it, is an amendment which 
sintended to cure a defect in the law as it now exists. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly 
clear that this bill can not be passed this afternoon or at this session of 
Congress and therefore it seems to me that we had better proceed to 
something else that ean be disposed of. 

Mr. HISCOCK. LI agree with the gentleman from Kentucky that if 
iy one should raise the question of a quorum I should be unable to 
pass the bill at this time. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, that this bill shall be 
passed without a quorum or without full explanation. It is too late in 
the session to pass so important a bill. Ido not know anything about 
#, and I do not think the House knows anything about it. 

. The from New York [Mr. His- 
Cock] has a right to the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, what I desire to say in answer to the 
omen from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is that, recognizing 
ao that if the question of a quorum is raised I can not pass the 
ee I would + Nomad willing to let it stand over until the 

Session, retaining its present status. 
= MORRIBON. Oh, no. It can not pass at all. 
se ISCOCK. That may be, but if I consume my fifteen minutes 
and we reach a vote and the bill does not pass, it will be the first 
order at the next session of Congress whenever it is proper 
this order of business. Now, if the bill can retain that 

eu shall be perfectly content to let it go over. 
» MORRISON. You can not get any advantage for this bill with 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I do not ask for any advantage. 
retain the position which I have now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isthe bill recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury? 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is a provision somewhat like this bill eon 
tained in the bill reported from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
what is known as the administrative provision of the bili for the redue- 
tion of tariff taxes. The provisions here are changed somewhat from 
those contained in the bill reported from the Committee on Ways and 
Means. As I have said, I have no desire to press this now to the ex- 
tent of excluding unanimous consents that gentlemen may desire to ask, 
provided this bill can retain at the next session of Congress the position 
that it would occupy if we should continue its consideration until the 
adjournment of the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. You can not have any consent upon that bill 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Doesit require unanimous consent, Mr 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only state that the gentleman from 
New York has the floor, and has made a motion to suspend the rules 
which has been seconded, or (which is the same thing in effect) by unan 
imous consent asecond has been considered as ordered. Therefore the 
motion would be pending when motions to suspend the rules are again 
in order; but it may be that if the gentleman now surrenders the floor 


Task simply to 


some other gentleman may obtain it and may move to suspend the rules 


in relation to some other matter which may be left in the same posi 
tion. The Chair would not like to rule in advance as to what would 
be the situation under such circumstances. 

Mr. MORRISON. If the gentleman desires to hold the floor to keep 
out somebody else, let him go on. 

Mr. HISCOCK. All right; I will do that. Now, Mr. Speaker, as 
I was about to say, this bill is intended to correct what I believe is a 
mistake in the existing law. This Sumatra tobacco is unlike any to- 
bacco grown anywhere else in the world. The leaf is so peculiar]; 
thin that it can be utilized for wrappers to an extent absolutely un- 
equaled by any tobacco that is grown in the United States. As the 
bill was originally passed it imposed a duty of 75 cents a pound upon 
this Sumatra tobacco in so far as it could be used for wrappers, and be- 
yond question that was the intention of Congress when the law wa 
passed which is now im existence. That, beyond question, was the in 
tention on the part of Congress in the law which was passed and which 
is now in existence. 

Mr. JAMES. I desire to ask my colleague [Mr. Hiscock] whethe1 
this bill has been favorably reported from the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I stated a little while ago that among the adminis- 
trative sections of the bill to reduce tariff taxes, which was reported 
from the Committee on Ways and Means, there is a provision on this 
subject; but it does not go to the full extent, I concede, of the bill 
which I now desire to pass. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to ask the gentleman whether 
this is a ‘‘bill for the repeal of tariff taxes’’ by abolishing the duty on 
this kind of tobacco. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. I 
seeking to abolish the duties on tobaeco, but te increase them. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then I am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. GUENTHER. What is the rate of duty per pound now? 

Mr. HISCOCK. S5o far as the rate of duty is concerned, I do not pro- 
pose to change it from what it was supposed was levied by the present 
statute at the time it was passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But this docs change the existing law very ma- 


am not 


terially. 
Mr. HISCOCK. It does change the law very considerably; that I 
concede. The pointin reference to the present measure is this: It was 


supposed that the description in our present statute of the kind of to- 
bacco upon which we imposed a duty of 75 cents and $1 a pound would 
exclude the Sumatra tobacco, which is fit for wrappers; but under a 
ruling of the Department it has been discovered that the tobacco can be 
so sorted as to bring in the wrapper tobacco at the regular rate of 35 
cents per pound. 
Mr. McMILLIN. And the object of this bill is to prevent that? 
Mr. GUENTHER. As I understand the gentleman from New York 
there is now an evasion of the law, which this bill proposes to prevent. 
Mr. HISCOCK. My bill proposes to prevent that evasion of the law. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Would not the effect of this meas- 
ure be to reduce or practically prohibit the importation, rather than to 
increase it? 


Mr. HISCOCK. I believe that if this bill be passed its effect will 


| be to reduce the revenue received from the importation of tobacco. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
bring out. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Is this the bill which is recommended by the 
United States Tobacco Growers’ Association? 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I hope it will pass. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will this cheapen or increase the cost 
of cigars to consumers? [ Laughter. ] 


That was just what I wanted to 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I do not suppose it will affect the cost of cigars at 
all; but it will have the effect of encouraging and promoting the to- 
bacco-growing industry of the United States. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Has theCommittee on Ways and Means 
acted on the bill? 

Mr. 1ISCOCK. I will say, in response to the gentleman from In- 
diana, that the Committee on Ways and Means, as I understand, is 
opposed to this bill; but I know of no reason why that should defeat 
the bill, and I do not believe it will. 

Mr. FELTON. Did the gentleman say this bill looks to the protec- 
tion of the tobacco-growing interest? 

Mr. HISCOCK. It does. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Willthe gentleman yield to me to make a request 
for unanimous consent ? . 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not propose to yield in any way so as to lose 
the position I now hold with reference to this bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do not wish the gentleman to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object to the gentleman yielding to 
anybody. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not propose to yield the position I hold with 
reference to this bill. By constant watchfulness I have succeeded in 
obtaining this position [applause], and I propose to hold it until I ob- 
tain a vote from this Congress upon this bill. I believe a vote will be 
obtained during the next session; and I congratulate myself on holding 
this position. Without expecting to procure a vote to-day, I propose 
to give up no advantage which I have secured. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 


APPROVAL OF BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN,one of his secretaries, 
announced that the President had on the 5th instant approved and 
signed the following bills and joint resolutions: 

An act (H. R. 5196) to detach certain counties from the United States 
judicial district of California and create the United States judicial dis- 
trict of Southern California; 

An act (H. R. 2918) for the relief of William Huntington; 

An act (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment; 

An act (H. R. 5278) for the relief of Seth M. Barton; 

Joint resolution (H. R. 213) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay certain expenses incurred by special 9zents and experts of 
the Bureau of Labor during the month of July, 1886; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) to print the annual report of the Bu- 
reau of Ethnology; 

An act (H. R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district of 
Wisconsin ; 

An act (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary to ‘‘An act 
to alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes, ’’ 
approved May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place for holding 
the several courts thereof. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will lay be- 
fore the House some personal requests. 

Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence on ac- 
count of sickness. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. TAULBEE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House for return to the Quartermaster-General’s 
Office the papers in the claim of Samuel Beatty, of Kentucky. 

Mr, KLEINER asked and obtained unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on War Claims be discharged from the further consideration of 
the claim of Sally Hardman, for services as nurse during the war, and 
that the papers filed by her be returned to her. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, by unanimous ‘consent, obtained leave 
to withdraw papers in support of the application of Herman Hynes for 
a pension. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate bills; 
which were read a first and second time, and referred as indicated: 

The bill (S. 244) for the relief of Mary F. Potts—to the Committee on 
Patents; and 
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The bill (S. 2848) for the relief of Benjamin P. Loyall, of the State of 
Virginia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ae 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois[Mr. Morrisoy) asks 
unanimous consent to have printed in the Recorp the report made ho 
the Committee on Ways and Means to accompany House bill No 7 

Mr. MORRISON. And also the report on the bill of the ge, tleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 7 

Mr. HISCOCK. That does not interfere with my motion to 
the rules? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is pending. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is possible I may desire leave to print op that 
subject, and I will ask the same leave. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Morrisoy } asks 
leave to have printed in the RecorD the report of the Committee on 
Ways and Means on what is known as ‘‘the Morrison bi}]’?—_ 

Mr. MORRISON. And ‘the Randall bill.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent (hat both 
reports be printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that aj] 
tlemen be permitted to print remarks on the same subject. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object to general leave, but do not object for 
leave to any gentleman who asks it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does this request include the views of the minority 
of the committee? F 

The SPEAKER. The minority presented no “ views”’ on the bill of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Is there objection to printing these 
two reports in the Recorp? 

Mr. PAYNE. Does that include the minority report on ‘the Morri- 
son bill?’ 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I supposed this request was to print remarks on the 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. No; reports. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I do not ask leave to print on that subject. 

Mr. PAYNE. Unless this proposition includes the views of the 
minority, I object. I ask to couple with the proposition the request 
that the views of the minority be printed. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not want to be ‘‘coupled’’ with the gentle 
man from New York [laughter], but have no objectivn to his taking 
leave to print the minority views as requested by him. 

Mr. STRUBLE. lIask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the measure which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StRvBLE] asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill which will be read. 

Mr. GUENTHER. lIobject. I do not want anything to interfere 
with the tobacco bill. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 4 o’clock having arrived, the Chair, 
in obedience to the concurrent resolution of the two Houses, declares 
the House adjourned sine die. 


1652, 


ispend 


gen- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial and papers in the claim of H.8 
Allgood, of Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Memorial and petition of the iron and steel workers 
of the United States, relative to railroad stocks, and praying for the 
appointment of a national board of railroad commissioners—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. a 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of citizens of West Virginia, 
asking the passage of the act to pension America F. Spouse, widow of 
William 8. Spouse, deceased, late private Company B, Eleventh Wet 
Virginia Volunteers, and his minor children—to the Committee on la- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of settlers upon the Crow Creek sad 
Winnebago reservation in Dakota, for relief—to the Committee on In 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Garden Post, No. 343, Grand Army 
of the Repnblic, of Udall, Kans., asking for the passage of Senate bill 
1886, pensioning poor and infirm soldiers of the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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